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Announcing  a  New  Information  Service 

Beginning  August  2. 1965,  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  inaugiirated  a  new  information  service,  the 
“Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  Documents.”  The 
service  makes  available  transcripts  of  the  President’s 
news  conferences,  messages  to  Congress,  public  speeches 
and  statements,  and  other  Presidential  materials  released 
by  the  White  House  up  to  5  pjn.  of  each  Friday. 

The  Weekly  Compilation  was  developed  in  response  to 
many  requests  received  by  the  White  House  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  a  better  means  of  distributing 
Presidential  materials.  Studies  revealed  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  method  of  circularization  by  means  of  mimeographed 
releases  was  failing  to  give  timely  notice  to  those  Govern¬ 
ment  officials  who  needed  them  most. 

The  General  Services  Administration  believes  that  a 
systematic,  centralized  publication  of  Presidential  items 
on  a  weekly  basis  will  provide  users  with  up-to-date  in¬ 
formation  on  Presidential  policies  and  pronouncements. 

The  service  is  being  carried  out  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  which  now  publishes  similar  material 
in  annual  voliunes  entitled  “Public  Papers  of  the 
Presidents.” 


Published  dally,  Tuesday  through  Saturday  (no  publication  on  Sundays,  Idondays.  or 
on  the  day  after  an  official  Federal  holiday) ,  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration  (mall  address  National 
Archives  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  30408),  pursuant  to  the  authmity  contained  In  the 
Federal  Register  Act,  a^iroved  July  26.  1935  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UB.C.,  ch.  88) ,  under  regxilatlons  prescribed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by  the  President  (1  CFR  Ch.  Z).  Distribution  Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Doemnents,  Government  I*rlntlng  Office,  WatiUngton,  D.C.  20403. 

The  Fzdbal  Ritcism  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subeciibers,  free  of  postage,  for  81A0  per  month  or  $16.00  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  (minimum  16  cents)  varies  In  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  Issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Doctunents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20403. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  Is  keyed  to  the  Coos  or  Fzoebal  Rbgttlatioms,  which  Is  published,  under  60  titles,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  11  of  the  F^eral  Register  Act,  as  amended.  Ihe  Cons  or  Fzozral  Reouimtioms  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents.  Z>rloes  of  books  and  pocket  supplements  are  listed  In  the  first  Federal  Recistes  Issue  of  each  month. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Recutes  or  the  Code  or  Federal  Rmulations. 


The  Weekly  Compilation  carries  a  Monday  dateline. 
It  includes  an  Index  of  Contents  on  the  first  page  and  a 
Cumulative  Index  at  the  end.  Other  finding  aids  include 
lists  of  laws  approved  by  the  President  and  of  nomina¬ 
tions  submitted  to  the  Senate,  and  a  checklist  of  White 
House  releases. 

The  official  distribution  for  the  Weekly  Compilation  of 
Presidential  Documents  is  governed  by  regulations  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federai.  Register  dated  July  31,  1965  (30 
FJl.  9573;  1  CFR  32.40).  Members  of  Congress  and 
officials  of  the  legislative.  Judicial,  and  executive  branches 
who  wish  to  receive  this  publication  for  official  use  should 
write  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register,  stating  the 
number  of  copies  needed  and  giving  the  address  for 
mailing. 

Distribution  to  the  public  is  mAde  only  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20402.  The  Weekly  Compilation  of 
Presidential  Documents  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to 
subscribers  for  $6.00  per  year,  payable  to  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington.  D.C.,  20402.  The  price  of  individual  copies 
varies. 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  S— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNa 

Chapter  I — Gvil  Service  Commission 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Section  213.3113(f)  Is  amended  to 
change  the  time  limits  on  seasonal  em> 
ployment  In  cotton-classing  offices  from 
a  working-day  to  a  working-hour  basis. 
Effective  on  publication  In  the  Fkdbral 
Register,  subparagrm;^  (1)  and  (5)  of 
paragraph  (f)  of  9  213.3113  are  amended 
as  follows: 

§213.3113  Department  of  Agriculture. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(f)  Consumer  and  Marketing  Service. 
(1)  Positions  of  cotton  classers  08-9  and 
below,  clerks  OS-2,  and  laborers,  em¬ 
ployed  on  a  seasoiial  basis  In  cotton- 
classing  offices  outside  the  Washington, 
D.C.,  Metropolitan  Area.  Employment 
under  this  authority  (or  imder  a  com¬ 
bination  of  this  authority  and  any  other 
excepting  authority)  shall  not  exceed 
1,280  hours  a  3^r  in  the  case  of  cotton 
classers  and  laborers  and  1,040  homs  a 
year  in  the  case  of  clerks;  except  that 
OS-5  cotton  classers  may  be  employed 
as  trainees  during  their  first  appointment 
only  for  an  Initial  period  of  ^  months 
for  training  purposes  without  regard  to 
the  above  tiiiM  limitation. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(5)  Positions  of  agricultural  commod¬ 
ity  aid  (cotton)  08-2,  3,  and  4,  employed 
on  a  .seasmial  basis  in  cotton-classing 
offices  outside  the  Washington,  D.C.. 
Metropolitan  Area  for  not  to  exceed 
1280  hours  a  year.  Employment  imder 
this  authority  may  not  exceed  850  posi¬ 
tions  at  08-2,  and  92  positions  at  08-3 
and  GS-4. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(RS.  1753,  sec.  2,  32  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 

6  u  s  e.  631,  683;  k.O.  10677,  10  FH.  7521, 
8  (TR,  1954-68  Oomp.,  p.  318) 

UiriTKS  Stars  Civil  Snv- 
icx  CoaofissioN, 

[seal]  Mart  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to  , 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  86-8344;  FUed,  Aug.  0.  1066; 
8:46  am.] 

PART  550— PAY  ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAL) 

Subpart  C — Allotments  and  Assign¬ 
ments  From  Federal  Employees 

Miscellaneous  Awendments 

Subpart  C  of  Part  650  is  amended  to 
authorize  the  use  of  voluntary  pasrroll 
allotments  for  charitable  contributions 
to  Combined  Federal  Campaigns.  Para¬ 


graph  (c)  of  9  550.304  is  revoked,  the 
present  sulmsragraph  (7)  of  9  550.305(a) 
is  redesignated  as  paragraph  (8),  and 
the  paragraphs  smd  subparagraphs  of 
Sul%Nsrt  C  which  are  amroded  and  added 
read  as  follows: 

§  550.301  Definitiona. 

•  •  •  ♦  • 

(k)  “Combined  Federal  Campaign” 
means  an  organization  of  voluntary 
health  and  welfare  agencies  authorized 
to  solicit  charitable  contributions  in  a 
local  area  in  accordance  with  arrange¬ 
ments  prescribed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Civil  8ervlce  Commission  imder  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  10927. 

§  550.302  Authority  of  Federal  depart¬ 
ment. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  8ubject  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  allot¬ 
ments  for  the  pajrment  of  dues  to  an 
employee  organization  as  autbmized  by 
9  550.304(a)  (5)  and  allotments  for  char- 
litable  contributions  to  a  Combined 
Federal  Campaign  as  authorized  by 
9  550.304(a)  (6)  may  be  permitted  only 
in  accordance  with  instructions  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
in  the  Federal  Personnel  Manual. 

§  550.303  AuthortBed  allotters. 

(a)  Exc^  as  provided  by  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (c)  of  this  section,  only  an  em¬ 
ployee  wdio  is  serving  under  an  appoint¬ 
ment  not  limited  to  six  months  or  less 
may  make  an  allotmeiM;. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Only  an  employee  serving  under  an 
amwintment  not  limited  to  cme  year  or 
less  may  make  an  allotment  to  a  Com¬ 
bined  Federal  Campaign  as  authorized 
by  9  550.304(a)(6). 

§  550.304  CircunuUmccA  under  which 
allotments  are  permitted. 

(a)  A  department  may  permit  an  em¬ 
ployee  to  make  an  allotment  on  a  current 
basis  when  he  is: 

(1)  Assigned  to  a  post  of  duty  outside 
the  continental  United  States; 

(2)  Working  on  an  assignment  away 
from  his  regular  post  of  duty  when  the 
assignment  is  expected  to  continue  for  3 
months  or  more; 

(3)  Serving  as  an  officer  or  member 
of  a  crew  of  a  vessel  under  the  control 
of  ttte  Federal  Government; 

(4)  Employed  outside  of,  but  is  a  resi¬ 
dent  in.  a  State  or  the  I^trlct  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  with  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  entered  into  an  agreement 
to  withhold  Income  taxes  from  the  sal¬ 
aries  of  employees  imder  the  Act  of  July 
17.  1952,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  84b-c), 
and  the  Act  of  March  31.  1956  (70  Stat. 
77); 

(5)  A  member  of  an  employee  organi¬ 
zation  to  which  a  department  has  ac¬ 
corded  formal  or  exclusive  recognition 
tmder  Executive  Order  10988  and  with 


which  a  department  has  agreed  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  deduct  allotments  for  the  pasnnent 
of  dues  to  the  employee  organization  and 
to  recover  the  costs  of  making  the  de¬ 
duction;  or 

(6)  Employed  in  an  area  In  which  a 
Combined  Federal  Campaign  is  es¬ 
tablished. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  550.305  Purpoaes  for  which  allot¬ 
ments  may  be  made. 

(a)  A  department  may  permit  an  em¬ 
ployee  to  make  an  allotm^t  for  any 
of  the  following  purposes:  •  •  • 

(7)  Charitable  contribution  to  a  C(Hn- 
bined  Federal  Campaign; 

(b)  A  department  may  not  permit  an 
employee  to  make  an  allotment  for  any 
of  the  following  purposes;  •  *  • 

(2)  Contrlbuticm  to  charity  except  as 
authorized  by  9  550.304(a)  (6) ; 

•  •  «  •  • 

§  550.307  Limitation  on  allotments. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  An  allotment  to  a  Combined  Fed¬ 
eral  Campaign  shall  be: 

(1)  For  a  term  of  one  year  beginning 
with  the  first  pay  period  which  begins 
in  January  and  ending  with  the  last  pay 
period  which  begins  in  December;  and 

(2)  Of  an  equal  amount  to  de¬ 
ducted  each  pay  period,  which  amount 
may  not  be  less  than  50  cents  for  an 
employee  paid  biweekly  or  semi-monthly 
or  $1.00  for  an  employee  paid  monthly. 

(g)  During  the  term  of  an  allotment 
to  a  Combined  Federal  Campaign  the 
aUotter  may  not  change  the  amount  to 
be  deducted  each  pay  period,  but  he 
may  voluntarily  dl^ntinue  the  allot¬ 
ment  at  any  time. 

§  550.308  Discontinuance  of  allotment. 

A  department  shall  discontinue  paying 
an  allotment  when: 

(a)  The  allotter  dies,  retires,  is  sep¬ 
arated  from  the  Federsd  service,  trans¬ 
fers  between  departments  (except  that 
an  allotment  to  a  Combined  Federal 
CampsJgn  shall  be  transferred  with  the 
employee  upon  his  transfer  between  de¬ 
partments),  or  in  the  case  of  an  allot¬ 
ment  for  the  payment  of  dues  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  9  550.304(a)  (5).  moves  or  is 
reassigned  within  the  department  to  an 
organizational  segment  having  a  differ¬ 
ent  pasnroll  office  or  to  an  organizational 
segment  for  which  the  employee  organi¬ 
zation  has  not  been  accorded  formal  or 
exclusive  recognition; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  The  one  year  term  for  an  allot¬ 
ment  to  a  Combined  Federal  Campaign 
expires. 

§  550.309  Fee  for  service. 

A  department  shall  charge  the  em¬ 
ployee  organization  or  the  Combined 
Federal  Campaign  a  fee  in  the  amount 
of  $0.02  for  each  deduction  from  an  em¬ 
ployee’s  salary. 
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(Sec.  6,  75  Stat.  664;  5  UJ3.C.  3076;  B.O. 
10982;  27  P.B.  3.  3  CJPR,  1962  Sui^.) 

Unitco  States  Civn.  Serv¬ 
ice  CoionssiON, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-8345;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:45  ajn.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

^  [Lemon  Beg.  172;  Arndt.  1] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

Findings.  1.  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendation 
and  information  submitted  by  the  Lemon 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
imder  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  foimd 
that  the  limitation  of  handling  of  such 
lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

2.  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engaged  in  public  nile-making 
procedure,  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment  until  30  days 
after  publication  hereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  this 
amendment  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  amendment  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  this  amendment  relieves  restriction 
on  the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions 
in  paragrs^h  (b)(1)  (U)  of  S  910.472 
(Lemon  Regulation  172;  30  F.R.  9573) 
are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  910.472  Lemon  Regulation  172. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(ii)  District  2 :  325,500  cartons. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  August  5, 1965. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Consumer  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

1F.B.  Doc.  65-8374;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


PART  921— FRESH  PEACHES  GROWN 
IN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN 
WASHINGTON 

Determination  Relative  to  Expenses 
for  1965—66  Fiscal  Period  and 
Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

Notice  was  published  in  the  July  22. 

1965,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (30 
FJt.  9175)  that  consideration  was  being 
given  to  proposals  regarding  expenses 
for  the  fiscal  period  ending  March  31, 

1966,  under  the  marketing  agreement 
and  Order  No.  921  (7  CFR  Part  921) 
regulating  the  handling  of  fresh  peaches 
grown  in  designated  counties  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreonent  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  consideration 
of  all  relevant  matters  presented,  in¬ 
cluding  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such 
notice  which  were  submitted  by  the 
Washington  Fresh  Peach  Marketing 
Committee  (established  pursuant  to  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order),  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  921.205  Expenses. 

(a)  Expenses.  The  expenses  that  are 
reasonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by 
the  Washington  Fresh  Peach  Market¬ 
ing  Committee,  established  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  aforesaid  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  to  enable  such 
committee  to  perform  its  functions,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  thereof, 
during  the  fiscal  period  beginning  April 
1.  1965,  and  ending  March  31,  1966,  will 
amoimt  to  $6,600. 

(b)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
fimds  in  excess  of  expenses  Incurred  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  period  ended  March  31, 
1965,  shall  be  carried  over  in  reserve  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  921.42  of  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that  (1)  the  ex¬ 
penses  herein  approved  are  to  be  met 
from  the  oi>erating  monetary  reserve 
established  under  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  this  part;  (2)  the  current  fiscal 
period  began  on  April  1,  1965,  and  it  is 
essential  that  this  determination  with 
respect  to  the  expenses  of  the  conunittee 
be  issued  immediately  to  enable  said 
committee  to  meet  its  obligations  and 
perform  its  duties  and  functions  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  said  marketing  agreement 
and  this  part;  and  (3)  no  advance  prep¬ 
aration  by  handlers  will  be  needed. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  August  5, 1965. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Consumer  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Service.  ^ 

(FJt.  Doc.  65-8397;  FUed.  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

PART  1427— COnON 

Subpait— 1965-Crop  Supplement  to 
Cotton  Loan  Program  Regulations 

Correction 

In  the  correction  of  FJl.  Doc.  65-6807, 
which  correction  appeared  at  page  9800 
of  the  issue  for  Friday,  August  6.  1965, 
“Litchfield  Park”  should  read  “Marana”. 


Title  10— ATUMIC  ENERGY 

Chapter  I — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

PART  31— GENERAL  LICENSES  FOR 
CERTAIN  QUANTITIES  OF  BYPROD¬ 
UCT  MATERIAL  AND  BYPRODUCT 
MATERIAL  CONTAINED  IN  CERTAIN 
ITEMS 

PART  32— SPECIFIC  LICENSES  TO 
MANUFACTURE,  DISTRIBUTE,  OR 
IMPORT  EXEMPTED  AND  GENER¬ 
ALLY  LICENSED  ITEMS  CONTAIN¬ 
ING  BYPRODUCT  MATERIAL 

General  License  for  Strontium  90  in 
Ice  Detection  Devices 

On  April  14,  1965,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (30 
FR.  4764)  proposed  amendments  of  its 
regulation,  “Licensing  of  Byproduct  Ma¬ 
terial,”  10  CFR  Part  30,  which  would  (a) 
provide  a  general  license  for  fifty  mlcro- 
(nirles  of  strontium  90  when  contained 
in  an  ice  detection  device  and  (b)  set 
out  requirements  for  Commission  issu¬ 
ance  of  specific  licenses  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  Import  of  the  ice  detection 
devices. 

All  interested  persons  were  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions  for  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  amendment  within 
-60  dasrs  after  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  No  adverse  conunents 
or  comments  suggesting  changes  were 
received.  Except  for  redesignation  of 
sections  and  other  minor  revisions  to 
conform  with  the  recodification  of  10 
CFR  Part  30,  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  June  26. 1965  (30  FR.  8185)  the 
text  of  the  amendments  set  out  below  is 
Identical  with  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendments  published  April  14,  1965. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  of  1946,  the  follow¬ 
ing  amendments  of  Title  10,  Chapter  I, 
Code  of  Fedenal  Regulations,  Part  31 
“Gteneral  Licenses  for  Certain  Quanti¬ 
ties  of  Byproduct  Material  and  Byprod¬ 
uct  Material  Contsdned  .in  Certain 
Items,”  and  Psut  32  “Specific  Licenses 
to  Manufacture,  Distribute,  or  Import 
Exempted  and  Generally  Licensed  Items 
Containing  Byproduct  Material.”  are 
published  as  a  document  subject  to 
codification,  to  be  effective  thirty  (30) 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 
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1.  A  new  8  31.10  Is  added  to  10  CFR 
Part  31  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3 1.10  General  license  for  strontinm  90 
in  ice  detection  devices. 

<a)  A  general  license  is  hereby  issued 
to  own.  receive,  acquire,  possess,  use.  and 
transfer  strontium  90  contained  In  ice 
detection  devices,  provided  each  device 
contains  not  more  than  fifty  mlcrocurles 
of  strontium  90  and  each  device  has  been 
manufactured  or  Imported  in  accordance 
with  the  specifications  contained  in  a 
license  issued  by  the  Commission  ptir- 
suant  to  8  32.61  of  this  chapter  or  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  specifications  con¬ 
tained  in  a  specific  license  issued  to  the 
manufacturer  by  an  agreement  State 
which  authorizes  manufacture  of  the  ice 
detection  devices  for  distribution  to  per¬ 
sons  genendly  licensed  Iqr  the  agreement 
State. 

(b)  Persons  who  own,  receive,  acquire, 
possess,  use,  or  transfer  strontium  90 
contained  in  ice  detection  devices  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  general  license  in  paragraph 

(a)  of  this  section: 

(1)  Shsdl,  upon  occurrence  of  visually 
observable  damage,  such  as  a  bend  or 
crack  or  discoloration  from  overheating, 
to  the  device,  discontinue  use  of  the  de¬ 
vice  until  it  has  been  inspected,  tested 
for  leakage  and  reptdred  by  a  person 
bolding  a  specific  license  from  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  an  agreement  State  to  manu¬ 
facture  or  service  such  devices;  or  shall 
dispose  of  the  device  pursuant  to  the 
provisicHis  of  8  20.301  of  this  chapter; 

(2)  Shall  assure  that  all  labels  affixed 
to  the  device  at  the  time  of  receipt,  and 
which  bear  a  statement  which  prohibits 
removal  of  the  labels,  are  maintained 
thereon; 

(3)  Are  exempt  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Part  20  of  this  chapter  except 
that  such  persons  shall  comply  with  t^ 
provisions  of  88  20.301,  20.402,  and  20.403 
of  this  chapter. 

(c)  This  general  license  does  not  au¬ 
thorize  the  manufacture,  assembly,  dis¬ 
assembly,  repair,  or  import  of  strontimn 
90  in  ice  detection  devices. 

2.  New  88  32.61,  32.62,  32.63,  and  32.103 
are  added  to  10  CFR  Part  32  to  read  as 

follows: 

§  32.61  Ice  detection  devices  containing 
Mrontinm  90 1  requirements  for  li¬ 
cense  to  manufacture  or  import. 

An  application  for  a  specific  license  to 
manufacture  or  import  ice  detection  de¬ 
vices  containing  strontium  90  for  dis¬ 
tribution  to  persons  generally  licensed 
under  §  31.10  of  this  chapter  will  be  ap¬ 
proved  if : 

(a)  The  applicant  satisfies  the  gen¬ 
eral  requirements  specified  in  8  30.33  of 
this  chapter; 

(b)  The  applicant  submits  sufficient 
information  regarding  each  type  of  de¬ 
vice  pertinent  to  evaluation  of  the  poten¬ 
tial  radiation  exposure,  including: 

(1)  Chmnlcal  and  physical  form  and 
maximum  quantity  of  strontium  90  in 
the  device; 


(2)  Details  ot  cmrstruction  and  de¬ 
sign  of  the  source  of  radiation  and  its 
shielding; 

(3)  Radiation  profile  of  a  prototsrpe 
device; 

(4)  Procedures  for  and  results  of 
prototype  testing  of  devices  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  strontium  90  contained 
in  each  device  will  not  be  released  or  be 
removed  frcHn  the  device  under  the  most 
severe  conditions  likely  to  be  encounter¬ 
ed  in  normal  tuuidling  and  use; 

(5)  Details  of  quality  control  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  in  manufacture  of 
the  device; 

(6)  Description  of  labeling  to  be  af¬ 
fixed  to  the  device; 

(7)  Instructions  tor  handling  and  in¬ 
stallation  ot  the  device; 

(8)  Any  additional  information,  in¬ 
cluding  experimental  studies  and  tests, 
required  by  the  Commission  to  facilitate 
a  determination  of  the  safety  of  the 
device. 

(c)  Each  device  will  contain  no  more 
than  50  microcuries  of  strontium  90  in 
an  insoluble  form. 

(d)  Each  device  will  bear  durable, 
legible  labeling  which  includes  the  radia¬ 
tion  caution  symbol  prescribed  by 
8  20.203(a)  of  this  chapter,  a  statement 
that  the  device  contains  strontium  90  and 
the  quantity  thereof,  instructions  for  dis¬ 
posal  and  statements  that  the  device 
may  be  possessed  pursuant  to  a  general 
license,  that  the  manufacturer  or  civil 
authorities  should  be  notified  if  the  de¬ 
vice  is  found,  that  removal  of  the  labeling 
is  prohibited  and  that  disassembly  and 
repair  of  the  device  may  be  performed 
only  by  a  person  holding  a  specific  license 
to  manufacture  or  service  such  devices. 

(e)  The  Commission  determines  that: 

(1)  The  method  of  incorporation  and 
binding  of  the  strontium  90  in  the  device 
is  such  that  the  strontiiun  90  will  not  be 
released  from  the  device  imder  the  most 
severe  conditions  which  are  likely  to  be 
encountered  in  normal  use  smd  handling 
of  the  device; 

(2)  The  strontium  90  is  incorporated 
or  enclosed  so  as  to  preclude  direct  phys¬ 
ical  contact  by  any  individual  with  it 
and  is  shielded  so  that  no  indivldiial  will 
receive  a  radiation  exposure  to  a  major 
portion  of  his  body  in  excess  of  0.5  rem 
in  a  year  xmder  ordinary  circumstances 
of  use; 

(3)  The  device  is  so  designed  that  it 
cannot  be  easily  disassembled; 

(4)  The  device  has  been  subjected  to 
and  has  satisfactorily  passed  the  pro¬ 
totype  tests  prescribed  by  8  32.103;  and 

(5)  Quality  control  procedures  have 
been  established  to  satisfy  the  require¬ 
ments  of  8  32.62. 

§  32.62  Same;  quality  control  proce¬ 
dures. 

Ice  detection  devices  containing  stron¬ 
tium  90  which  are  manufactured  or  im¬ 
ported  under  a  license  pursuant  to  8  32.61 
shall  be  subjected  to  the  following  quality 
control  procedures: 

(a)  Eku:h  person  licensed  imder  8  32.61 
shall  visually  inspect  each  device  and 
shall  reject  any  which  has  an  observable 


physical  defect  that  could  affect  con¬ 
tainment  of  the  strontium  90. 

(b)  Each  person  licensed  under  8  32.61 
shall  test  each  device  for  possible  loss  of 
strontium  90  or  for  contamination  by 
wiping  with  filter  paper  an  area  of  at 
least  100  square  centimeters  on  Uie  out¬ 
side  surface  of  the  device,  or  by  wiping 
the  entire  surface  area  if  it  is  less  than 
100  square -centimeters.  The  detection 
on  the  filter  paper  of  more  than  2,200 
disintegrations  per  minute  of  radioactive 
material  per  100  square  centimeters  of 
surface  wiped  shall  be  cause  for  rejection 
of  the  tested  device. 

(c)  Each  person  licensed  uiuier  §  32.61 
shall  subject  a  number  of  devices  from 
each  production  lot,  sami^ed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  proc^ures  in  8  32.110,  to 
the  following  quality  control  procedures, 
and  shall  accept  or  reject  production  lots 
in  accordance  with  the  directions  of 
8  32.110: 

(1)  Each  device  shall  be  immersed  in 
30  inches  of  water  for  24  hours  and  shall 
show  no  visible  evidence  of  idiysical  con¬ 
tact  between  the  water  and  the  stron¬ 
tium  90.  Absolute  pressure  of  the  air 
above  the  water  shall  then  be  reduced  to 
1  inch  of  mercury.  Lowered  pressure 
shall  be  maintained  for  1  minute  or  imtil 
air  bubbles  cease  to  be  given  off  by  the 
water,  whichever  is  the  longer.  Pressure 
shall  then  be  increased  to  normal  atmos- 
lAerlc  pressure.  Any  device  which  leaks, 
as  evidenced  by  physical  contact  between 
the  water  and  the  strontiiun  90,  shall  be 
rejected. 

(2)  The  immersion  test  water  from 
the  preceding  test  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
shall  be  measiured  for  radioactive  ma¬ 
terial.  If  the  amoimt  of  radioactive  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  immersion  test  water  is 
greater  Uian  0.1  percent  of  the  origrinal 
amount  (ff  strontiiun  90  in  any  device,  the 
device  shall  be  rejected. 

(d)  An  ai^llcation  for  a  license  or  for 
amendment  of  a  license  may  include  a 
description  of  quality  control  procedures 
propo^  as  alternatives  to  those  pre¬ 
scribed  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section, 
and  propos^  criteria  for  acceptance  un¬ 
der  those  procedures.  The  ([Commission 
will  approve  the  proposed  alternative  pro¬ 
cedures  if  the  applicant  demonstrates 
that  they  will  assure  the  rejection  of  any 
device  which  has  a  leakage  rate  exceed¬ 
ing  0.1  percent  of  the  original  quantity 
of  strontium  90  in  any  24-hour  period. 

(e)  No  person  licensed  under  8  32.61 
shall  transfer  to  persons  generally  li¬ 
censed  under  8  31.10  of  this  chapter  any 
device  which  has  been  tested  and  re¬ 
jected  under  the  criteria  and  procedures 
^leclfied  in  this  8  32.62 

§  32.63  Same;  material  transfer  reports. 

Each  person  licensed  under  8  32.61 
shall  file  an  annual  report  wlUi  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Materials  Licensing, 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20545,  which  shall  state  the 
total  quantity  of  strontium  90  trans¬ 
ferred  to  persons  generally  licensed  im¬ 
der  8  31.10  of  this  chapter.  The  report 
shall  identify  each  general  licensee  by 
name  and  address,  state  the  kinds  and 
numbers  of  devices  transferred,  and 
specify  the  quantity  (in  mlcrocurles)  of 
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strontium  90  in  each  kind  of  device. 
Each  report  shall  cover  the  calendar  year 
and  shall  be  filed  within  thirty  (30)  days 
after  the  end  of  each  calendar  year. 

§  32.103  Schedale  D — Prototype  tests 
for  ice  detection  devices  containing 
strontium  90. 

An  applicant  for  a  license  pursuant  to 
§  32.61  shall  conduct  protot3i>e  tests  on 
each  of  five  prototype  ice  detection  de¬ 
vices  as  follows: 

(a)  Temperature-altitude  test.  The 
device  shall  be  placed  in  a  test  chamber 
as  it  would  be  used  in  service.  A  tem¬ 
perature-altitude  condition  schedule 
shall  be  followed  as  outlined  in  Step  I 
through  Step  10  of  §  32.101(a). 

(b)  Vibration  tests.  The  device  shall 
be  subjected  to  vibration  tests  as  set 
forth  in  5  32.101(b). 

(c)  Shock  test.  The  device  shall  be 
subjected  to  shock  test  as  set  forth  in 
§  32.101(d). 

(d)  Hermetic  seal  and  waterproof  test. 
On  completion  of  all  ottier  tests  pre¬ 
scribed  by  this  section,  the  device  shall 
be  Immersed  in  SO  inches  of  water  for  24 
hours  and  shall  show  no  visible  evidence 
of  physical  contact  between  the  water 
and  the  strontium  90.  Absolute  pressure 
of  the  air  above  the  water  shall  then  be 
reduced  to  1  inch  of  mercury.  Lowered 
pressure  shall  be  maintained  for  1  min¬ 
ute  or  until  air  bubbles  cease  to  be  given 
off  by  the  water,  whichever  is  the  longer. 
Pressure  shall  then  be  increased  to  nor¬ 
mal  atmospheric  pressure.  Any  visible 
evidence  of  physical  contact  between  the 
water  and  the  strontium  90  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  leakage. 

(e)  Observations.  After  each  of  the 
tests  prescribed  by  this  section,  each  de¬ 
vice  ^all  be  examined  for  evidence  of 
physic^  damage  and  for  loss  of  stron¬ 
tium  90.  Any  evidence  of  leakage  or 
damage  to  or  failure  of  any  device  which 
could  affect  containment  of  the  stron¬ 
tium  90  shall  be  cause  for  rejection  of  the 
design  if  the  damage  or  failure  is  at¬ 
tributable  to  a  design  defect.  Loss  of 
strontium  90  from  each  tested  device 
shall  be  measured  by  wiping  with  filter 
paper  an  area  of  at  least  100  square  cen¬ 
timeters  on  the  outside  surface  of  the  de¬ 
vice,  or  by  wiping  the  entire  siu^ace  area 
if  it  is  less  than  100  square  centimeters. 
The  amount  of  strontium  90  in  the  water 
used  in  the  hermetic  seal  and  water¬ 
proof  test  prescribed  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section  shall  also  be  measured. 
The  detection  on  the  filter  paper  of  more 
than  2,200  dlsint^rations  per  minute  of 
strontimn  90  per  100  square  centimeters 
of  surface  wiped  or  in  the  water  of  more 
than  0.1  percent  of  the  original  amount 
of  strontium  90  in  any  device,  shall  be 
cause  for  rejection  of  the  tested  device. 

(Sec.  81,  68  Stat.  935;  42  U.S.O.  2111;  sec. 
161,  68  Stat.  948;  42  n.S.C.  2201) 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  27th 
day  of  July  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  EnOrgy  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8348:  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  66-CE-39] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Control  Zone  and 
Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (30 
FJl.  4680) ,  on  April  10,  1065,  and  a  sup¬ 
plemental  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(30  FJt.  7196) ,  on  Iday  28,  1965,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace 
in  the  Marlon,  HI.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
(H>Portunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
m airing  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  eA.t.,  October 
14.  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  5  71.171  (29  FJl.  1758)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  control  zone  is  added: 

Marion,  III. 

Within  a  5-znlle  radius  of  the  Williamson 
County  Airport  (latitude  37°45'1S"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  89*00'40"  W.),  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Marlon  VOR  014*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mUe  radius  aone  to  8  miles 
N  of  the  VOR,  and  within  2  mUes  each  side 
of  the  Marlon  VOR  209*  radial  extending 
from  the  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  SW 
of  the  VOR.  This  control  zone  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  during  the  tlmee  established  *  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen  and  continuously  published 
In  the  Airman’s  Information  Manual. 

2.  In  5  71.181  (29  FR.  17643)  the 
Marion.  U.,  transition  area  is  amended 
to  read: 

Marion,  III. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  NE  of  Marlon,  Ill.,  at  latitude 
87"58'40"  N.,  longitude  88*48'35''  W.,  thence 
W  to  latitude  37*56'25"  N.,  longitude  89*- 
02'40''  W..  thence  W  to  latitude  87*68'45'' 
N.,  longitude  89°20'25"  W.,  thence  8  to  lati¬ 
tude  37"48'30”  N.,  longitude  89*23'50"  W., 
thence  S  along  longitude  89*23’50"  W.,  to 
latitude  37®43’30''  N.,  thence  SE  to  latitude 
37°32'60"  N.,  longitude  88*69'05"  W.,  thence 
NE  to  latitude  37*42'36"  N.,  longitude  88*- 
52' 15"  W.,  thence  N  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49UB.C.  1348)) 

Issued  in  ELansas  City,  Mo.,  on  July  30, 
1965. 

Donald  S.  Kino, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-8364;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WA-46] 

part  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Reporting  Points;  Alteration  and 
Designation;  Correction 

On  July  24.  1965,  Federal  Register 
Document  65-7779  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FR.  9262) ,  amend¬ 
ing  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  by  altering  and  designating  re¬ 
porting  points. 

This  document  contained,  under  Item 
No.  1,  descriptions  of  four  reporting 
points  each  having  an  error  of  1*  in  one 
of  the  radials  forming  the  intersection. 
In  order  to  correct  this  error,  action  Is 
taken  herein  to  substitute  the  correct 
radials  under  Item  No.  1  where 
appropriate. 

Since  these  changes  are  minor  in 
nature,  and  essentially  editorial,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  unnec- 
cessary.  Further,  the  original  effective 
date  of  September  16,  1965,  for  Federal 
Register  Document  65-7779,  is  retained 
herein. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Docmnent  65-7779  is  al¬ 
tered,  effective  immediately  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth. 

In  Item  No.  1,  the  pertinent  reporting 
points  are  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

■dgerton  INT:  INT  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  039*. 
WatendUe,  Ohio,  273*  radl^. 

Oariison  INT:  INT  Drummond,  Mont., 
092*.  Butte.  Mont.,  002*  radials. 

Hampton  INT:  INT  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  196*, 
Lancaster,  Pa.,  256*  radials. 

Leslie  INT:  INT  Salem,  Mich.,  273*,  Lan¬ 
sing.  Mich.,  159*  radials. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  VS.C.  1848)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 
Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(FR.  Doc.  66-8856;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1966; 

8:46  am.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  66-SW-18] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  May  18,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  F.R.  6736),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Stillwater.  Okla.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  ea.t,  October 
14,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  5  71.181  (29  F.R.  17700),  the  StiU* 
water,  Okla.,  transition  area  is  sonended 
to  read  as  follows: 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 
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SmxwAnai,  Okla. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-inlle  radius 
of  Searcy  Field,  Stillwater,  Okla.,  latitude 
se'OO’SO"  N.,  Icmgttude  07*O5'OS"  W.);  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Stillwater 
VOR  005*  radial,  extending  from  the  O-mlle 
radius  area  to  8  miles  N  of  the  VOR;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  an  area  bounded 
on  the  W  by  the  K  boundary  of  V-77B;  on 
the  E  by  the  SW  boundary  of  V-74S;  and  on 
the  S  by  latitude  88*28'00"  N.,  excluding  the 
portion  within  the  Ponca  City,  Okla.,  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.8.O.  1848)  ) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  August 
3,  1965. 

A.  L.  COULTIS, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  6&-8S5e;  FUed,  Aug.  0,  1985; 

8:48  am.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  88-8W-127] 

PART  71  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Transition  Area;  Alteration; 
Correction 

On  July  9,  1965,  Federal  Register 
Document  65-7172  was  published  In  30 
PR.  8676  which.  In  part,  amended  the 
Port  Polk,  La.,  transition  area.  The 
effective  date  of  this  rule  Is  0001  eA.t., 
September  16,  1965. 

Paragraph  8  of  the  rule,  amending  the 
Pork  Polk  transition  area  contains  an 
Incorrect  reference  to  the  section  of  ^e 
regulations  being  amended,  although  It 
refers  to  the  correct  Feoxxai.  RxoisTn 
citation.  This  ambiguity  Is  corrected 
herein. 

Since  this  change  Imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  notice  and 
public  producers  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary  and  the  effective  date  of  the  final 
rule  may  be  retained  as  Initially  adopted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
paragraph  8  of  Federal  Register  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  65-7172  is  amended,  effective 
Immediately,  to  delete  the  words  “Elec¬ 
tion  71.171”  and  substitute  therefor 
“SecUon  71.181.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  TJA.C.  1848)) 

Issued  In  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  August 
3,  1965. 

A.  L.  COULTXR, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(PR.  Doc.  88-8857;  FUed,  Aug.  8.  1985; 
8:48  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  84-80-21] 

PART  71  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

PART  73— SPEGAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Revocation  and  Designation  of 
Rostrictod  Area 

On  February  2,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  In  thi 


Fedkbal  Racism  (30  FH.  1057)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  73  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  requests  by  the  UJ3.  Air 
Force,  that  would  revoke  Restricted 
Areas  R-2912A  and  R-2912B  at  Panama 
Gty,  Fla.,  and  that  would  designate  a 
new  area,  R-2912.  at  Panama  Chty. 

Because  of  numerous  objections  to  the 
proposals,  the  UB.  Air  Force  reevaluated 
its  requirements  for  the  proposed  area. 
As  a  result,  the  Air  Force  determined 
that  certain  alterations  to  the  request 
could  be  made  in  an  attempt  to  accom¬ 
modate  the  objections.  On  June  8, 1965. 
a  supplemental  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  was  published  in  the  Fkokral 
Rsoistkk  (30  FJl.  7503)  setting  forth  the 
modified  Air  Force  pr(g)06al. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro- 
po^  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  Due  consideration 
was  given  to  all  relevant  matter  pre¬ 
sented. 

A  copy  of  the  supplemental  notice  was 
sent  to  all  persons  objecting  to  the  origi¬ 
nal  notice  in  order  to  ensure  their  aware¬ 
ness  of  the  modified  proposal.  Although 
two  persons  continued  their  objections, 
no  new  objections  were  received. 

The  norida  Board  of  Forestry  based 
its  objection  on  the  extension  of  the  dally 
time  of  designation  beyond  1300  hours 
CA.t.  However,  the  extension  of  time  of 
use  resulted  from  an  attempt  by  the  Air 
Force  to  comply  with  those  requirements 
previously  stated  by  the  Florida  Board 
of  Forestry.  In  response  to  the  original 
notice  the  Board  stated  that  it  would 
withdraw  its  objections  to  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  R-2912  If  “light  aircraft  could 
use  the  altitude  either  above  or  below  the 
specific  altitude  being  operated  in  by  the 
Air  Force  and  the  entire  space  from  700 
feet  to  5,000  feet  would  not  be  sealed  off 
for  extended  periods.”  Also,  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  objections  was  subject  to  the 
condition  that  in  the  event  “a  forest  ^e 
emergency  develop  [s]  the  Air  Force  upon 
the  request  of  the  Florida  Forest  Service 
would  cancel  any  actual  missions,  move 
their  planes  out  of  the  area,  and  allow 
the  Forest  Service  to  use  the  airspace  as 
required  to  control  the  going  forest  fire.” 
In  order  to  accommodate  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Board,  the  Air  Force  re¬ 
duced  the  niunber  of  altitudes  to  be  used 
simultaneously  and  agreed  to  evacuate 
any  area  needed  for  fire  fighting.  The 
reduction  in  the  amoimt  of  vertical  air¬ 
space  that  will  be  available  at  any  given 
time  resulted  in  a  requirement  for  a 
longer  time  of  use  designation  to  pro¬ 
vide  flexibility  in  scheduling  operations. 
It  was  not  requested  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  total  time  for  which  the 
area  will  be  used. 

The  St.  Joe  Piqier  Co.  objected  to  the 
proposed  extension  of  time  of  use  and 
the  restriction  it  would  place  on  VFR 
nights  and  fire  fighting  (HJcrations,  as 
well  as  the  inability  of  the  Air  Force  to 
adjust  its  training  requirements  to  avoid 
interference  with  the  fiylng  requirements 
of  others.  As  discussed  above,  an  exten- 
sicm  of  the  designated  time  of  use  is 
required  to  provide  fiexibUlty  because 
of  the  reduc^  amoimt  of  vertical  air- 
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space  (maximum  of  2,000  feet)  that  can 
be  used  at  any  one  time  and  does  not 
imply  an  increase  in  the  total  time  of 
use.  Because  of  the  small  amount  of 
vertical  sdrspace  that  will  be  restricted, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the  area, 
as  proposed,  will  not  place  excessive  re¬ 
strictions  on  VFR  fiight  and  fire  fighting 
(^rations.  In  an  effort  to  reduce  the 
Impact  that  the  restricted  area  will 
have  on  the  requirements  of  other  users 
of  the  airspace  involved,  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  has  adjusted  its  training  require¬ 
ments  so  that  the  area  is  substantially 
smaller,  vertically  and  horizontally,  frcxn 
that  originally  proposed. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  recog¬ 
nizes  that  the  area  will  cause  some  in¬ 
convenience  to  certain  civil  users  of  the 
area.  However,  the  Agency,  in  exercis¬ 
ing  its  authority  and  resixmsibillty,  must 
give  full  cmislderation  to  the  airspace 
requirements  involving  national  defense 
as  well  as  to  those  of  civil  users. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregc^ng.  Parts 
71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu- 
latiMis  are  amended,  effective  0001  c.s.t., 
October  14,  1965,  as  hereafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  S  71.151  (29  FJt.  17550)  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-2912B  Panama  City.  Fla., 
is  deleted. 

2.  In  S  73.29  (29  Fit.  17739)  Restricted 
Areas  R-2912A  and  R-2912B  are  revoked. 

3.  In  S  73.29  (29  FH.  17739)  Restricted 
Area  R-2912  is  designated  as  follows: 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  latitude  80*- 
42'00"  N..  longitude  86*53'00''  W.;  to  latitude 
80*43'10''  N.;  longitude  85*09'85''  W.;  to 
laUtude  80*08'80"  N..  longitude  84*87'80" 
W.;  to  latitude  29*68'15"  N.,  longitude  84*- 
29'40"  W.;  to  Utltvide  29*44'00"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  84*59'0O"  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Vertical  airspace 
limits  not  to  exceed  2,000  consecutive  feet 
dmlng  any  given  time  of  use  frmn  700  feet 
MSL  through  5,000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  From  0600  to  1800 
hours  cs.t.,  Mcmday  through  Friday. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency.  JacksonvlUe  ARTC  Center. 

Using  Agency.  Commander,  Tyndall  AFB, 
FU. 

(Sec.  S07(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (48UJ3.C.  1848)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
4, 1965. 

Akchdc  W.  Lxagtjx, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 
[FJt.  Doc.  65-8868;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL 
OPERATING  RULES 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  6816;  Arndt.  95-181] 

PART  95 — IFR  ALTITUDES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  to  make  changes  in  the  IFR  altitudes 
at  which  all  aircraft  shall  be  flown  over 
a  specified  route  or  portion  thereof. 
These  altitudes,  when  used  in  conjimc- 
tion  with  the  current  changeover  points 
for  the  routes  or  portions  thereof,  also 
assure  navigational  coverage  that  is  ade¬ 
quate  and  free  of  frequency  interference 
for  that  route  or  portion  thereof. 
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As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
Immediate  action  in  the  interest  of 
safety,  I  find  that  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within 
less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pmsuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  FH.  5662), 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  September  16, 
1965,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  Subpart  C  as  follows; 

Section  95.1001  Direct  route — United 
States  is  amended  to  delete; 

From,  to  and  ME  A 

Allendale,  S.C.,  VOR;  Thomas  INT,  S.C.; 

2,000. 

Columbus,  Miss.,  VOR;  Hamilton  INT,  Ala.; 

• 2,600.  •  1 ,800— MOCA. 

Olvhans  INT,  S.C.;  Tucker  INT,  8.C.;  *2,200. 
•1,300— MOCA. 

Tucker  INT,  8.C.;  Charleston,  8.C.,  LOM; 

•1,500.  *1,300— MOCA. 

Ennis  INT,  Tex.;  Quitman,  Tex.,  VOR;  *4,000. 
*1,900— MOCA 

Canal  INT,  Fla.;  Clewiston  INT,  Fla.;  *2,000. 
*1,200— MOCA. 

W.  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  VOR,  Canal  INT,  Fla.; 

2,000. 

TyndaU,  Fla.,  VOR;  DeFunlak  8prlngs  INT, 
FU.;  *3,000.  *1,400— MOCA 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — United 
States  is  amended  by  adding: 

Gunter  INT,  Tex.;  Perrin,  Tex.,  VOR;  *2,600. 
•2,000— MOCA 

Perrin,  Tex.,  VOR;  INT,  042*  M  rad,  Ardmore 
VOR  and  007*  M  rad,  Perrin  VOR;  *6,000. 
*2,900— MOCA 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  VOR;  Wichita,  Kans., 
VOR:  *6,000.  *3,600— MOCA. 

Perrin,  Tex.,  VOR;  McAlester,  Okla.,  VOR; 

2,500. 

Paris,  Tex.,  VOR;  McAlester,  Okla.,  VOR; 

3  000 

Waa>,  Tex.,  VOR;  Britton,  Tex.,  VOR;  *2,300. 
*2,200— MOCA. 

Quitman,  Tex.,  VOR;  Paris,  Tex.,  VOR;  1,800. 
Tyler,  Tex.,  U/RBn;  Quitman,  Tex.,  VOR; 
1,800. 

Galveston,  Tex.,  VOR;  Grand  Isle,  La.,  VOR; 
12  000. 

Int,  131*  M  rad.  Nashville,  VOR  and  040*  M 
rad;  ShelbyvUle.  Tenn.,  VOR;  *3,000. 
ShelbyviUe  VOR;  *2,400— MOCA. 
FayettevUle  INT.  Tenn.  (MSL  066/HSV  005/ 
HSV  N  crs);  Sbelbyvllle,  Tenn.,  VOR; 
*3,000.  *2,400— MOCA. 

Clewiston  INT,  Fla.;  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla., 
VOR;  *2,000.  *1,400— MOCA 

Panama  routes: 

V-2: 

Fort  Davis,  C  Z.,  VOR;  40-mile  DME  fix; 

*2,000.  *1,300— MOCA. 

40-mile  DME  flbc;  JuUette— 2;  *10,000. 
•1,000— MOCA. 

V-3: 

For  Davis.  C2.,  VOR;  40-mUe  DME  fix; 

.  *1,900.  *1,300— MOCA. 

40-mile  DME  fix;  Quebec— 3;  *10,500.  *1,000— 
MOCA. 

V-4: 

Fort  Davis,  C.Z..  VOR;  40-mlle  DME  fix; 

*3,000.  *1300— MOCA. 

40-mile  DME  fix;  Zulu— 3;  *12,500.  *1,000— 
MOCA. 

V-12: 

Port  Davis,  CE.,  VOR;  Mike— 5;  *6,000. 

•2E00— MOCA. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  route — United 
States  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Dallas,  Tex.,  VOR;  McAlester,  Okla.,  VOR; 
•3,500.  *2,600— MOCA. 


From,  to,  and  ME  A 

Graham  INT.  Ala.;  Talladega,  Ala.,  VOR; 

*3,600.  *2,900— MOCA. 

Panama  City.  Fla..  VOR:  DeFuniak  Bprlngs 
INT.  Fla.;  *2,000.  *1,600— MOCA. 

Paterson  INT,  NJ.;  Ramsey  INT,  N  J.;  2,000. 
Ramsey  INT,  N.J.;  Spring  Valley  INT,  N.T.; 
3,000. 

Uttle  Rock,  Ark.,  VOR;  Sheridan  INT.  Ark.; 

3  300 

Ad^,  Alaska,  LF/RBn;  NUrolskl,  Alaska, 
LP/RBn;  9,000. 

Sbemya,  Alaska,  LF/RBn;  Adak,  Alaska, 
LP/RBn;  8,000. 

Bahama  routes: 

4  Lima: 

Bimini,  Bahama,  RBn;  Int,  091  *  bearing  from 
Perrlne  RBn  and  111*  bearing  ixom 
Bimini  RBn;  *2,000.  *1.300— MOCA. 

Int,  091  bearing  from  Perrlne  RBn  and  111* 
bearing  from  Bimini  RBn;  Nassau,  Ba¬ 
hama,  RBn;  *2,000.  *1EOO— M<X:A 
Panama  routes: 

VS: 

Mlke/Hotel— 4;  Charco  INT,  RP.;  *4,000. 
*3.600-nM<X:A. 

Section  95.6003  VOR  Federal  airway  3 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Long  Hill  INT,  Conn.;  Bethany  INT,  Conn.; 
2,600. 

Bethany  INT,  Conn.;  Hartford,  Conn.  VOR; 
2,700. 

Section  95.6006  VOR  Federal  airway  6 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Touhy  INT,  Nebr.;  Mead  INT,  Nebr.;  *3,000. 
*2,600— MOCA 

Section  95.6006  VOR  Federal  airway  6 
is  amended  by  adding; 

Solberg,  N.J.,  VOR;  Int.  104  M  rad;  Solberg 
VOR  and  356  M  rad,  Colte  Neck  VOR; 
2,400. 

Section  95.6008  VOR  Federal  airway  8 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Tbuhy  INT,  Neljr.;  Mead  INT,  Nebr.;  *8,000. 
*2,600— MOCA. 

Allegheny,  Pa.,  VOR;  *Scottdale  INT,  Pa.; 
3,100.  *4,600— MRA. 

Section  95.6010  VOR  Federal  airway  10 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Dodge'  City,  Kans.,  VOR;  *Stafford  INT, 
Kans.;  **4,300.  *4,200— MRA  **3,700— 

MOCA 

Section  95.6011  VOR  Federal  airway  11 
is  amended  to  delete; 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  Zlons- 
vlUe  INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  2300.  Zlons- 
vllle  INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  Greentown 
INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  *2300.  *2300— 

MOCA 

Greentown  INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  Fontaine 
INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  *3,000.  *2300— 
MOCA. 

Fontaine  INT,  Ind.,  via  W  alter;  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  2300. 

Section  95.6012  VOR  Federal  airway  12 
is  amended  to  delete: 

Blackwater,  Mo.,  VOR,  via  8  alter;  WUton 
INT,  Mo.,  via  8  alter;  *2,600.  *2,200— 

MOCA. 

Wilton  INT,  Mo.,  via  8  alter;  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.,  VOR,  via  8  alter;  *2,600.  *2,000— 
MCXIA. 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  VOR,  via  8  alter;  Reads- 
vUle,  Mo.,  VOR,  vU  8  alter;  *2,600. 
•2300— MOCA. 

Section  95.6012  VOR  Federal  airway  12 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Gage,  Okla,  VOR;  *Oapron  INT,  Okla.; 
•*4300.  *4,800— MRA  *  *8,600— MOCA. 


From,  to,  and  MSA 

Johnstown,  Pa..  VOR;  Coalfax  INT,  Pa.; 
4,600. 

Coalfax  INT,  Pa.;  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  VOR; 
4300. 

8t.  Tbomas,  Pa.,  VOR,  via  8  alter;  Hartisbiug, 
Pa.,  VOR,  via  8  alter;  *5,000.  *4300— 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6013  VOR  Federal  airway  13 
is  amended  to  delete: 

Page,  Okla.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  Cameron  INT, 
Okla.,  via  W  alter;  *4,400.  *8,700— 
MOCA. 

Cameron  INT,  Okla.,  via  W  alter;  Fort  8mlth, 
Ark.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  3,400. 

Section  95.6013  VOR  Federal  airway  13 
is  amended  by  adding: 

Page,  Okla.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  Fayetteville, 
Ark..  VOR.  via  W  alter;  *4,400.  *3,700— 
MOCA 

Section  95.6013  VOR  Federal  airway  13 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Ankeny  INT,  Iowa;  Nevada  INT,  Iowa;  *3,000. 
*2300— MOCA. 

Nevada  INT,  Iowa;  Mason  City,  Iowa,  VOR; 
*3.000.  *2,600— MOCA 

Section  95.6014  VOR  Federal  airway  14 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Florida  INT,  Ind.;  *Coldwater  INT,  Ind.; 
**6,000.  *4,000— MRA  *6,000— MCA 

Coldwater  INT,  southwestboimd.  *  *2300— 
MOCA. 

Coldwater  INT.  Ind.;  *Rockfdrd  INT,  Ohio; 
**4,000.  *3,000— MRA  **2300— MOCA. 

Section  95.6015  VOR  Federal  airway  IS 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

8l0iix  Falls,  8.  Dak.,  VOR,  via  W  alter; 
Canova  DME  fix,  8.  Dak.,  via  W  alter; 
*8,600.  *3,000— MOCA. 

Canova  DME  fix,  8.  Dak.,  via  W  alter;  Huron, 
8.  Dak.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  *8300.  *2,600— 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6016  VOR  Federal  airway  16 
Is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

MlUvUle,  N3.,  VOR;  Green  Bank  INT,  NJ.; 

1.500. 

Green  Bank  INT,  N3.:  Coyle,  N3..  VOR;  1,900. 
Coyle.  N3..  VOR;  INT,  067*  M  rad.  Coyle  VOR 
and  230*  M  rad.  Rlverhead  VOR;  2,000. 
Int,  067*  M  rad,  Coyle  VOR  and  230*  M  rad, 
Rlverhead  VOR;  Rlverhead,  N.Y..  VOR; 
*2,000.  *1,600— MOCA. 

Section  95.6020  VOR  Federal  airway  20 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Barber  INT,  N.C.;  Greensboro,  N.C.,  VOR; 
*2,600.  *2,400— MOCA 

Section  95.6022  VOR  Federal  airway  22 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Crestvlew,  Fla.,  VOR;  Marianna,  Fla.,  VOR; 
*2,000.  *1,700— MOCA 

Section  95.6030  VOR  Federal  airway  30 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

East  Texas,  Pa.,  VOR;  Int,  112*  M  rad.  Bast 
Texas  VOR  and  287*  M  rad,  8olberg  VOR; 

2.500. 

Int,  112*  M  rad.  Bast  Texas  VOR  and  237*  M 
rad,  Rolberg  VOR;  Rock  Hill  Int,  NJ4 
2,300. 

Rock  Hill  Int.  NJ.;  ColU  Neck.  N.J..  VOR: 

2,000. 

Section  95.6037  VOR  Federal  airway  37 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Columbia,  8.C,  VOR;  Blythewood  Int,  S.C.; 

*2,100.  *1,900— MOCA. 

Blythewood  Int.  8.C.;  Fwt  Mill,  8.O.,  VOR; 
*2,200.  *2,000— MOCA. 
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Columbia,  S.C.,  VOB,  Tla  W  altar;  'Whlta 
Rock  Int,  8.C..  via  W  alter;  ••2,000, 
•2,500— MBA.  ••1,700— MOCA. 

White  Bock  Int,  S.C.,  via  W  alter;  Iifontloello 
Int,  S.C„  via  W  alter;  •2,100.  •1,800— 

MOCA 

Section  95.6051  VOR  Federal  airway  51 
Is  amended  to  delete: 

McDonough,  Oa.,  VOB,  via  S  alter;  Crabapple 
INT,  Oa.,  via  B  alter;  8,000. 

Section  95.6053  VOR  Federal  airway  53 
is  amended  to  read  In  part: 

Columbia,  S.C.,  VOB;  •Wblte  Bock  INT,  8.C.; 

••2,000.  •2,600— MBA  ••1,700— MOCA. 

Wbite  Rock  INT,  S.C.;  Montloello  INT,  8.C.; 

•2,100.  *1,800— MOCA. 

Monticello  INT,  8.C.;  8partanburg,  8.C.. 
VOB;  2,300. 

Section  95.6054  VOR  Federal  airway  54 
is  amended  by  adding : 

Waco,  Tex.,  VOB;  Bran<lon  INT,  Tex.;  1,800. 
Brandon  INT,  Tez.;  KnnU  INT,  Tex.;  ^2,400. 
•2,000 — MOCA. 

KnnlB  INT,  Tex.;  Quitman,  Tex.,  VOB;  •4,000. 
•1,900— MOCA 

Section  95.6054  VOR  Federal  airway  54 
is  amended  to  read  In  part: 

Texarkana,  Ark,,  VOR,  via  N  alter;  Hot 
Springs,  Ark.,  VOR,  via  N  alter;  *3,600. 
•2,400— MOCA 

Hot  Springs,  Arlt,  VOR,  via  N  alter;  Benton 
INT,  Ark.,  via  N  alter;  *2A00.  *2,40(1— 
MOCA 

Benton  INT,  Ark.,  via  N  alter;  little  Book, 
Ak.,  VOR,  via  N  alter,  1,800. 

•Norwood  INT,  N.C.,  Plnebarat,  N.O.,  VOR; 
••2,200.  •3,000— MBA.  ••lAOO— MCKIA 

Section  95.6055  VOR  Federal  airway  55 
is  amended  to  delete: 

Fbrt  Wayne,  Ind.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  Ooetaen, 
Ind..  VOR,  via  W  alter,  *2,600.  •Ojaoo— 
MOCA 

Section  95.6055  VOR  Federal  airway  55 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Bralnerd,  Minn.,  VOR;  Beltrami  INT,  Minn.; 

•8,000.  *2,800— MOCA 
Dayton,  Ohio,  VOB;  *Coldwater  INT,  Ohio; 
2800.  *4,000— MBA 

Section  95.6056  VOR  Federal  airway  56 
is  amended  to  read  In  part: 

Augusta.  Oa.,  VOB;  Aiken  INT,  S.C.;  *2,100, 
•2,000— MIXJA. 

Aiken  INT,  S.C.:  Columbto,  8.C..  VOB;  8,000. 
Monetta  INT.  8.C..  via  N  alter;  *6ununlt  INT, 
S.C..  via  N  alter;  **2,200.  *2,80(^MBA 
••1,600— MOCA. 

Summit  INT,  8.C.,  via  N  alter;  Columbia,  8.C, 
VOR,  via  N  alter;  *2,100.  *1,700— M(X:a. 

Section  95.6063  VOR  Federal  airway  63 
'  is  amended  to  delete : 

Waco.  Tex..  VOR;  Brandon  INT,  Tex.;  1,800, 
Bandon  INT,  Tox.;  EnnU  INT,  Tex.;  *2,400. 
•2,000— MOCA, 

Ennis  INT,  Tex.;  8ablne  INT,  Tex.;  *6,000. 
•1,800— MOCA. 

Sabine  INT,  Tex.;  Sulphur  Springs,  Tex., 
VOR;  1,800. 

Section  95.6063  VOR  Federal  airway  63 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

WUton  INT,  Mo.;  HallevUle,  Mo.,  VOR;  2,700. 

Section  95.6071  VOR  Federal  airway  71 
is  amended  to  delete: 

"Ippln,  Ak..  VOR;  Sparta  INT,  Mo.;  *8,600. 
•2.600— MOCA 

8p«rta  INT,  Mo.;  Springfield,  Mo..  VOB; 
3,000. 


Section  95.6071  VOiZ  Federal  airway  71 
is  amended  by  adding: 

From,  to,  and  ME  A 

Monroe,  La.,  VOR;  B  Dorado,  Ark.,  VOS; 

•2i)00.  *1,700— M(X1A. 

B  Dorado,  Ark..  VOB;  Biot  Springe,  Ark.,  VOR; 

•2A00.  *2,300— MOCA 

Hot  Springe,  Ark.,  VOR;  Hairleon,  Ark.,  VOR; 

•4A00.  *8,400— MOCA 
Harrison,  Ark.,  VOR;  Springfield,  Mo.,  VOR; 

*8,100.  ‘S.OOO— MOCA. 

Hot  Springe,  Ark.,  VOR,  via  W  alter.  College 
INT,  Ak.,  via  W  alter;  *6,600.  *8,800— 

MOCA 

College  INT,  Ak.,  via  W  alter;  Fayetteville, 
Ak.,  VOR,  via  W  alter;  *6^00.  *3^00— 

MCXIA. 

Fayetteville,  Ak..  VOR,  via  W  alter;  Garfield 
INT,  Mo.,  via  W  alter;  •3,000.  •2,700— 

lifOCA. 

Garfield  INT,  Mo.,  via  W  alter;  Billings  INT, 
Mo.,  via  W  alter;  *8^00.  *2,600— MOCA 
Billings  INT,  Mo.,  via  W  alter;  Springfield. 
Mo.,  VOB,  Via  W  alter,  *2,900.  *2.600— 

MOCA. 

Section  95.6074  VOR  Federal  airway  74  . 
is  amended  by  adding : 

Ponca  City.  Okla.,  VOR,  via  N  alter;  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  VOR,  via  N  alter;  •3,000.  *2,600— 
MOCA 

Port  Smith,  Ak.,  VOB,  via  S  alter;  Little 
Rock,  Ak.,  VOR,  Via  S  alter;  *4^00. 
•3,600— m(x;a. 

Section  95.6074  VOR  Federal  airway  74 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Long  INT,  Okla.;  Fort  Smith,  Ak..  VOR; 
3,000. 

Short  INT,  Okla.,  via  N  alter.  Fort  Smith, 
Ark.,  VOB.  via  N  alter;  3,000. 

Uttle  Bock,  Ak..  VOR;  Pine  Bluff.  Ak.,  VOB; 
2,600. 

Section  95.6091  VOR  Federal  airway  91 
is  amended  to  read  In  part: 

Benson  INT,  VU  Weybrldge  INT,  Vt..  *4.000. 
•2.200— MOCA. 

Weybrldge  INT.  Vt.;  Bxnllngton,  Vt.,  VOB; 
•3,000.  *2300— MOCA 

Section  95.6096  VOR  Federal  airway  96 
is  amended  to  delete: 

Oreentown  INT,  Ind.;  Fontaine  INT,  Ind.; 

•3.000.  *2,200— MOCA. 

Fontaine  INT,  Ind.;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  VOB; 
2,200. 

Section  95.6096  VOR  Federal  airway  96 
is  amended  by  adding: 

Indianapolis,  Ind..  VOR;  Kokomo.  Ind.,  V<Ht; 

•2,800.  *2»0— MOCA 

Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  VOB; 
•2,600.  •2,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6103  VOR  Federal  airway 
103  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Oreensboro.  N.C.,  VOR;  Mayo  INT,  N.C.; 
•2,600.  *2,100— MOOA 

Section  95.6106  VOR  Federal  airway 
106  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Johnstown,  Pa.,  VOB;  Reedsvllle  INT,  Pa.; 
4,600. 

Section  95.6120  VOR  Federal  airway 
12018  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Pierre,  8D.,  VOR;  Canova  DME  fix,  SDj 
•6,800.  *3300— MOCA 
(Mnova  DME  fix,  8D.;  Sioux  Fells,  8D.,  VOB; 
•3,600.  *3,000— M(x:a. 

Section  95.6129  VOR  Federal  airway 
129  Is  amended  to  delete: 

Polo,  ni.,  VOR;  Rewey,  Wta,  VOR;  *2^00. 
•2,600— MOCA 


From,  to,  and  ME  A 

Rewey,  Wls.,  VOR;  Waukoa,  Iowa,  VOR; 
•8,000.  *2,400— MOOA 

Section  95.6129  VOR  Federal  airtoay 
i  29  Is  amended  by  adding : 

Cordova,  HI.,  VOB;  Charlotte  INT,  Iowa; 

•2,700.  •2,000— MCK3A. 

Charlotte  INT,  Iowa;  Dubuque,  Iowa,  VOR; 

*2,800.  *2A00— MOCA 
Dilbuque,  Iowa.  VOB;  Waukon,  Iowa,  VOR; 
•8,000.  •2,400— MOCA. 

Section  95.6131  VOR  Federal  airtoay 
131  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Tulsa,  Okla.,  VOR;  Delaware  INT,  Okla.; 

•2A00.  •1,000— MOCA 
Delaware  INT,  Okla.;  (Toffeyvllle  INT,  Kans.; 
•2  700.  *2,000— MCXHA. 

Section  95.6140  VOR  Federal  airtoay 
140  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Fayetteville,  Ak.,  VOR;  Harriaon,  Ark.,  VOR; 

•3.700.  •SXXX)— M(XIA 
Harrison.  Ark.,  VOR;  Walnut  Bidge,  Ak., 
VOB;  •8,100.  •2.400— MOCA 
Loodon,  Ky.,  VOR;  Whltesburg,  Ky..  VOR; 
A800. 

Section  95.6143  VOR  Federal  airway 
143  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

High  Bock  INT,  N.C.;  Hazel  INT,  N.C.;  *2,600. 
•2,800— MOCA 

Hazel  INT,  N.C.;  Oreensboro,  M.C..  V(3B; 

•2,600.  *2.300— MOCA 
Leaksville  INT,  N.C.;  Lynchburg,  Va.,  VOR; 
3,000. 

Section  95.6157  VOR  Federal  airway 
157  Is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Allendale,  S.C.,  V(«;  Vance,  S.C.,  VOR; 

•1,700.  •lAOO— MOCA. 

Robblnsvllle,  NJ..  VOR;  Colts  Neck,  VJ. 
VOR;  2,000. 

Section  95.6167  VOR  Federal-  airway 
167  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Northp<»t  INT,  N.T.;  Hartford,  Conn.,  VOR; 

2,000. 

Section  95.6172  VOR  Federal  airway 
172  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

•Fort  Morgan  INT,  Colo.;  Holyoke  INT.  Coloj 
••13,000.  *8,000— MBA  ••8,100— MOCA 

Section  95.6175  VOR  Federal  airway 
175  is  amended  to  read:  . 

Vichy,  Mo..  VOB;  WUton  INT,  Mo.;  *2,900. 
•2,200— MOCA 

WUton  INT,  Mo.;  HaUsvUle,  Mo.,  VOR;  2,700. 

Section  95.6181  VOR  Federal  airway 
181  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Omaha.  Nebr.,  V<Xt;  Kennard  INT,  Nehr.; 
3,000. 

Kennard  INT,  Nebr.;  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  VOB; 
•3,400.  *3,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6187  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 87  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Abuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  VOR;  Cabezon  INT, 
N.  Mex.;  9.000. 

Section  95.6190  VOR  Federal  airway 
190  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Oage,  Okla.,  VOR;  •Otpron  INT,  Okla.; 
••4,300.  *4.300— MBA  ••3,600— MOCA 

Section  95.6205  VOR  Federal  airway 
205  is  amended  by  adding: 

Walnut  Ridge,  Aik.,  VOB;  Dogwood,  Mo., 
VOB;  •8,400.  •2.700— M<X3A 
Dogwood,  Mo.,  VOB;  l^prtngfield,  Mo..  VOB; 
4,200. 
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Section  95.6230  VOR  Federal  airway 
230  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

From,  to.  and  MBA 

•Stone  INT.  Calif.;  ••Panoche  INT,  Calif.; 

8.000.  *8.000— MRA.  ••8,000— MBA. 

Panoche  INT,  Calif.;  Loe  Banoe,  Calif.,  VOR; 

8,000. 

Section  95.6241  VOR  Federal  airway 
241  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Woodbury  INT,  Oa.;  Atlanta,  Oa.,  VOR; 
•2,500.  *2,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.6266  VOR  Federal  airway 

266  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Hickory,  N.C.,  VOR;  South  Boston.  Va..  VOR; 
•3,600.  *3,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6267  VOR  Federal  airway 

267  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Dublin,  Oa.,  VOR;  Wayside  INT,  Oa.;  *2,200. 
*1,800— MOCA. 

Section  95.6276  VOR  Federal  airway 
276  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

RobblnsyUle,  N.J.,  VOR;  Int.  067*  M  rad, 
Coyle  VOR  and  107*  M  rad,  Robblnsville, 
VOR;  2,000. 

Section  95.6281  VOR  Federal  airway 
281  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

WcUla  Walla,  Wash.,  VOR;  Spokane,  Wash., 
VOR;  6,000. 

Section  95.6285  VOR  Federal  airway 
285  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  VOR;  Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR; 

•2,800.  *2,200— MOCA. 

Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR;  Goshen,  Ind.,  VOR; 
•2,600.  *2,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.6292  VOR  Federal  airway 
292  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Long  Hill  INT,  Conn.;  Bethany  INT,  Conn.; 

2,600. 

Bethany  INT,  Conn.;  Hartford,  Conn.,  VOR; 
2,700. 

Section  95.6303  VOR  Federal  airway 
303  is  added  to  read: 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  VOR;  Fort  Smith,  Ark., 
VOR;  *4,600.  *3,600— MOCA. 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  VOR;  via  E  alter;  College 
INT,  Ark.,  via  E  alter;  *6,600.  *8,800— 
MOCA. 

College  INT,  Ark.,  via  E  alter;  Fort  Smith, 
Ark.,  VOR,  via  E  alter;  *3,000.  *2,000— 

MOCA. 

Section  95.6305  VOR  Federal  airway 
305  is  added  to  read: 

Ea  Dorado,  Ark.,  VOR;  Uttle  Rock,  Ark,  VOR; 
3,300. 

Section  95.6440  VOR  Federal  airway 
440  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Blorka  Island.  Alaska,  VOR;  *Harbor  Point 
INT,  Alaska;  **9,600.  *16,000— MRA. 
**6,300— MOCA. 

Section  95.6448  VOR  Federal  airway 
448  is  amended  by  adding: 

•Portland,  Oreg.,  VOR;  Lewis,  INT,  Wash., 
Boutbwestbound;  *  *  10,500.  Northeast- 
bound;  **14,600.  *9,400— MCA  Portland 

VOR,  northeast  bound.  **8,000 — MOCA. 
Lewis  INT,  Wash.;  Adams  INT,  Wash.; 

*14,600.  *14,300— MOCA. 

Adams  INT,  Wash.;  *Simcoe  INT,  Wash., 
south  westbound;  **14,600.  Northeast- 
bound;  **8,200.  *10,700— MRA.  **7,600— 
MOCA. 

Slmcoe  INT,  Wash.;  *Yaklma,  Wash.,  VOR, 
south  westbound;  **14,500.  Northeast- 
bound;  6,300.  *9,600 — MCA  Yakima  VOR, 

soutbwestboiud.  *  *6,300 — MOCA. 


Section  95.6465  VOR  Federal  airway 
465  is  amended  by  adding; 

From,  to,  and  MBA 

Malad  City.  Idaho.  VOR;  *Oray  INT.  Idaho; 

*  *  14,000.  *  16,000— MCA  Gray  DJT.  north- 
westbound.  **11,800— MOCA. 

Gray  INT,  Idaho;  Bkhwn  INT,  Idaho; 

*16,000.  *12,000— MOCA. 

Elkhom  ENT.  Idaho;  Dunolr,  Wyo.,  VOR; 
*14,000.  *18,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6475  VOR  Federal  airway 
475  is  sunended  to  read  in  part; 

Deer  Park,  N.Y.,  VOR;  Smlthtown  INT.  N.Y.; 

2,000. 

Bmlthtown  INT,  N.Y.;  Jefferson  INT,  N.Y.; 
1,900. 

Jefferson  INT,  N.Y.;  Madison,  Conn.,  VOR; 

2,000. 

Section  95.6485  VOR  Federal  airway 
485  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Priest,  Calif..  VOR;  *Panoche  DTE.  Calif.; 

**7,000.  *8,000— MRA.  **6,600— MOCA. 

Panoche  INT,  Calif.;  Cathedral  INT,  Calif.; 
*7,000.  *6,800— MOCA. 

Section  95.6487  VOR  Federal  airway 
487  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Benson  INT,  Vt.;  Weybrldge  INT,  Vt.;  *4,000. 
*2,200— MOCA. 

Weybrldge  Int.  Vt.;  Burlington,  Vt.,  VOR; 
*3,000.  *2,800— MOCA. 

Section  95.6492  VOR  Federal  airway 
492  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

LaBelle,  Fla.,  VOR,  via  S  alter;  Clewlston  INT, 
Fla.,  via  S  alter;  *2,000.  *1300— MOCA. 

Clewlston  INT,  Fla.,  via  S  alter;  Canal  INT, 
Fla.,  via  8  alter;  *2,000.  *1,200— MOCA. 
Canal  INT,  Fla.,  via  8  alter;  West  Palm  Beach, 
Fla.,  VOR.  via  8  alter;  2,000. 

Section  95.6495  VOR  Federal  airway 
495  is  amended  to  read: 

Blorka  Island,  Alaska,  VOR;  *81sters  Island, 
Alaska,  VOR;  6,600.  *4,000— MCA  Sisters 

Island  VOR,  southbound. 

Section  95.6501  VOR  Federal  airway 
501  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Martlnsburg,  W.  Va..  VOR;  8t.  Thomas,  Pa., 
VOR;  4,600. 

Section  95.6512  VOR  Federal  airway 
512  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

•Sisters  Island,  Alaska,  VOR;  **Cape  Spen¬ 
cer.  Alaska.  LF/RBN;  ***6,000.  *3300— 

MCA  Sisters  Island  VOsi,  westbound. 
**14300 — ^MCA  Cape  Spencer  LF/RBN, 
westbound.  ***6,500 — ^MOCA. 

Cape  Spencer.  Alaska,  LF/RBN;  *Harbor 
Point  INT,  Alaska;  **16,000.  *16,000— 

MRA.  **5,300— MOCA. 

Section  95.6516  VOR  Federal  airway 
516  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Ponca  City,  Okla.,  VOR;  CoffeyvlUe  INT. 
Kans.;  *3,100.  *2,400— MOCA. 

Section  95.6802  VOR  Federal  airway 
802  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Johnstown,  Pa.,  VOR;  Reedsvllle  INT,  Pa.; 

4,600.  Richmond.  Ind.,  VOR;  Dayton, 
Ohio,  VOR;  2300. 

Section  95.6830  VOR  Federal  airway 
830  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

London,  Ky.,  VOR;  Wbltasburg,  Ky.,  VOR; 

4,600. 

Section  95.6837  VOR  Federal  airway 
837  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Barber  INT,  S.O.;  Greensboro,  N.O..  VOR; 
*2300.  *2,400— MOCA. 


Section  95.6839  VOR  Federal  airway 
839  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

From,  to,  and  M^A 

Columbia,  S.O..  VOR;  Blythewood  INT,  S.C.; 

*2,100.  *1300— MOCA. 

Blythewood  INT,  S.C.;  Fort  Mill,  8.C.,  VOR; 
*2300.  *2,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6845  VOR  Federal  airway 
845  is  amended  to  resui  in  part: 

HallsviUe,  Mo.,  VOR;  WUton  INT,  Mo.;  2,700. 

Section  95.6875  VOR  Federal  airway 
875  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Hartford,  Conn.,  VOR;  Bethany  INT,  Conn.; 
2,700. 

Bethany  INT,  Conn.;  Long  Hill  INT,  Conn.; 

2,600. 

Section  95.6887  VOR  Federal  airway 
887  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Whltesburg,  Ky.,  VOR;  London,  Ky.,  VOR; 

4,600. 

From,  to.  MBA.  and  MAA 

Section  95.7006  Jet  Route  No.  6  is 
amended  to  read  in  part : 

Front  Royal,  Va..  VORTAC;  Westminster,  Md., 
VOR;  18.000;  45,000. 

Westminster,  Md.,  VOR;  Yardley,  Pa., 
VORTAC;  18,000;  46,000. 

Section  95.7008  Jet  Route  No.  8  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Front  Royal,  Va.,  VORTAC;  Westminster, 
Md..  VOR;  18,000;  46,000. 

Westminster,  Md.,  VOR;  Yardley,  Pa., 
VORTAC;  18,000;  46,000. 

Section  95.7012  Jet  Route  No.  12  is 
amended  to  read : 

Allegheny,  Pa.,  VORTAC;  Westminster,  Md., 
VOR;  18,000;  46,000. 

Section  95.7014  Jet  Route  No.  14  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Richmond,  Va.,  VOR;  Int,  048*  M  rad,  Rich¬ 
mond  VOR  and  246*  M  rad,  Coyle  VOfi- 
TAC;  18,000;  46.000. 

SecUon  95.7018  Jet  Route  No.  18  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

St.  Johns,  Arlz.,  VORTAC;  Albuquerque.  N. 

Mex.,  VORTAC;  18,000;  45,000. 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  VORTAC;  Las  Vegas. 
Arlz.,  VfHlTAC;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7042  Jet  Route  No.  42  is 
sunended  to  read  in  part; 

Frort  Royal,  Va.,  VORTAC;  Westminster,  Md., 
VOR;  18,000;  45,000. 

Westminster,  Md;,  VOR;  Yardley,  Pa.,  VOR¬ 
TAC;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7048  Jet  Route  No.  48  is 
amended  to  read: 

Pulaski,  Va.,  VOR;  Westminster,  Md..  VOR: 
18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7054  Jet  Route  No.  54  is 
added  to  read: 

Pendleton,  Oreg.,  VORTAC;  McCall,  Idaho, 
VOR;  18,000;  46300. 

Section  95.7061  Jet  Route  No.  61  is 
amended  to  read: 

Westminster,  Md.,  VOR;  Phlllpsburg.  Pa-. 

VORTAC:  18,000;  46,000. 

Phlllpsburg,  Pa..  VORTAC;  Buffalo,  N-T-. 
VORTAC:  18,000;  46,000. 

Section  95.7075  Jet  Route  No.  75  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

OordonsYllle.  Va..  VORTAC;  Westminster, 
Md.,  VOR;  18,000;  46,000. 
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Trom,  to,  MEA,  and  MAA 

Westminster,  Md..  VCMl;  Huguenot,  H.T, 
VORTAC;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7077  Jet  Route  No.  77  Is 
amended  to  read  In  part: 


same  as  those  prescribed  In  S  18.11(b) 
lor  m^dng  entry  for  Immediate  trans* 
^portation  without  appraisement,  S  18.20 
is  A.m«>ndAd  by  adding  the  following  at 
the  end  of  paragraph  (a) :  "The  accept- 


Ck>rdonBvllle.  Va.,  VOBTAO;  Weetmlnater, 
Md.,  VOR:  18,000;  45,000. 

Wesomlneter,  Ui..  VOB;  Huguenot  K.T., 
VORTAC;  18,000;  46,000. 

Section  95.7080  Jet  Route  No.  80  Is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  VORTAC;  Denver, 
Colo.,  VORTAC;  #18,000;  45b00.  #MKA 
Is  establislied  with  a  gap  In  navigational 
signal  coverage, 

Section  95.7082  Jet  Route  No.  82  ts 
amended  to  delete: 

Pendleton,  Oreg.,  VORTAC;  IdcCall,  Idabo., 
VOR;  18,000;  45/)00. 

Section  95.7138  Jet  Route  No.  138  is 
added  to  read: 

Portland.  Oreg.,  VORTAC;  Taklma,  Wash.; 
VOR;  18,000;  45,000. 

Taklma,  Wash.,  VOR;  Spokane,  Wash., 
VORTAC;  18,000;  45,500. 

2.  By  amending  Subpart  D  as  follows: 

Airway  segment;  From;  to— Changeover 
potmt:  Diatanee;  from 

Section  95.8003  VOR  Federal  atnoay 
changeover  potnta: 

V-96  is  amended  by  adding: 

IndlanapoUa,  Ind.,  VOB;  Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR; 
25;  IndlanapcAla. 

Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  VOR; 
27;  Fort  Wayne. 

V-285  is  amended  by  adding: 

'  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  VOB;  Kokomo,  Ind..  VOR; 
25;  Indianapolis. 

(Secs.  307  and  1110,  Federal  AvlaUon  Act  ot 
1B58;  49  IJB.C.  1348, 1610) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
2, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walku, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-8290:  FUed,  Aug.  9,  19«5; 
8:46  am.] 


Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
(TD.  66480] 

PART  18— TRANSPORTATION  IN 

BOND  AND  MERCHANDISE  IN 

TRANSIT 

Entry  Procedure  for  Merchandise  in 
Transit  Through  the  U.S. 

Section  18.20  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions,  which  sets  forth  the  procedure  to 
be  followed  when  merchandise  is  entered 
for  transportation  through  the  United 
States  and  exportation  to  a  foreign 
country,  does  not  state  who  may  make 
an  entry.  It  appears  that  the 
Practice  at  the  ports  with  respect  to  this 
bM  not  been  uniform.  TO  provide  that 
the  qualifications  for  making  entry  for 
transportation  and  exportation  are  the 


ance  of  such  entries  shall  be  subject  to 
the  requirements  prescribed  In  9  18.11  (b) 
of  this  chapter  for  entry  of  merchandise 
for  Immediate  transportation  without 
appraisement." 

(Secs.  553,  624,  46  Stat.  742,  as  amended,  759; 
19  UJ3.C.  1953, 1624) 

[seal]  LxSTER  D.  JOHHSON, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  August  3. 1965. 

Jambs  A.  Rcbd, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

IFJt.  Doc.  65-8384;  FUed.  A\ig.  9,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


Titie  29— LABOR 

Chapter  V — ^Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Lobor 

PART  780— EXEMPTION  APPLICABLE 
TO  AGRICULTURE,  PROCESSING  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES, 
AND  RELATED  SUBJECTS 

Fish  Farming 

Pursuant  to  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (29  UJ3.C.  201  et  seq.).  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3  (7FR 
1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004),  and  General 
Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
(15  F.R.  3290),  I  hereby  amend  29  CFR 
Part  780  as  set  forth  below. 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJ3.C. 
1003)  which  reqiilre  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation.  and  delay  in  effective  date 
are  not  applicable  because  these  are  in¬ 
terpretative  rules.  I  do  not  believe  such 
procedures  will  serve  a  us^ul  purpose 
here.  Accordingly,  these  amendments 
shall  become  effective  immediately. 

1.  Section  780.118  Is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  780.118  Determiiisl  ina  of  whether  un> 
listed  activitiM  are  **famung'’. 

Unlike  the  specifically  enumerated 
operations,  the  phrase  "farming  in  all  Its 
branches"  does  not  clearly  Indicate  its 
scope.  In  determining  whether  an 
operation  constitutes  "fanning  in  all  its 
branches",  It  may  be  necessary  to  con¬ 
sider  various  circumstances  such  as  the 
nature  and  purpose  of  the  operations  of 
the  employer,  the  character  of  the  place 
adiere  the  employee  porforms  his  duties, 
the  goieral  types  of  activities  there  con¬ 
ducted,  and  the  purposeitxid  function  of 
such  activities  with  respect  to  the  oper¬ 
ations  carried  on  by  the  employer.  The 
determination  may  Involve  a  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  principles  contained  in 
S  780.112.  For  example,  fish  farming 
acUviUes  fall  within  the  scope  of  the 
meaning  of  "fanning  in  all  its  branches" 
and  employees  engaged  in  such  oper¬ 
ations  would  be  exempt.  On  Uie  other 
hand,  so-called  "bird  dog"  operations  of 


the  citrus  fruit  industry  consisting  of  the 
purchase  of  fixilt  unsuitable  for  packing 
w-nd  of  the  transportation  and  sale  of 
the  fruit  to  nanning  plants  do  not  qualify 
as  "fann^”  and.  consequently,  em¬ 
ployees  engaged  in  such  operations  are 
not  exempt.  (See  Chapman  v.  Durkin, 
214  F.  2d  360  cert,  denied  348  UJS.  897; 
Fort  Mason  Fruit  Co  v.  Durkin.  214  F. 
2d  363  cert,  denied.  348  US.  897.)  How¬ 
ever,  employees  gathering  the  fruit  at 
the  groves  are  exempt  because  they  are 
engs^ed  in  harvesting  operations.  (For 
exempt  transportation,  see  Sulvart  E 
of  this  part.) 

2.  Section  780.129  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  780.129  Raising  of  "livestock^. 

The  meaning  of  the  term  “livestock" 
as  used  in  section  3(f)  is  confined  to  the 
ordinary  use  of  the  word  and  includes 
only  domestic  anlmaLs  ordinarily  raised 
or  used  on  farms.  That  Congress  did 
not  use  this  term  in  its  generic  sense  is 
supported  by  the  specific  enumeration  of 
activities  such  as  the  raising  of  fur¬ 
bearing  animals,  which  would  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  generic  meaning  of  tbe 
word.  The  term  Includes  the  following 
animals,  among  others:  cattle  (both 
dairy  and  beef  cattle),  sheep,  swine, 
horses,  mules,  donkeys  and  goats.  It 
does  not  include  such  animals  as  albino 
and  other  rats,  mice,  guinea  pigs,  and 
'  hamsters,  which  are  ordinarily  used  by 
laboratories  for  research  purposes 
(Mitchell  v.  Maxfield.  12  WH  Cases  792 
(SD.  Ohio).  29  Labor  Cases  69.  781). 
Fish  are  not  "livestock"  (Dunkley  v. 
Elrlch.  158  F.  2d  1),  but  employees  em¬ 
ployed  In  propagating  or  farming  of  fish 
may  be  exempt  under  section  13(a)  (6) 
of  the  Act  as  stated  in  i  780.118  as  well 
as  imder  section  13(a)  (5),  as  explained 
in  Part  784  of  this  chapter. 

(62  Stat.  1060,  as  amended:  29  VJB.C.  201 
et  seq.) 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  August  1965. 

Clakehck  T.  LDWPqmsT, 
Administrator. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-8396;  FUed.  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FART  785— HOURS  WORKED 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (29  UJ3.C.  201  et  seq.) ,  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR 
1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004),  and  (Seneral 
Order  No.  45-A  of  tbe  Secretary  of  Labor 
(15  F.R.  3290),  I  hereby  amend  29  CTR 
Part  785  as  set  forth  below. 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJS.C, 
1003)  switch  require  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation.  and  d^y  in  effect^e  date  are 
not  appUMble  because  these  are  Inter¬ 
pretative  rules.  I  do  not  believe  such 
procedures  will  serve  a  useful  purpose 
here.  Accordingly,  these  amendm^its 
shall  become  effective  Immediate. 

1.  Paragraph  (b)  of  $  785.9(b)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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§  785.9  Statutory  exceptions. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Section  3(o)  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act.  Section  3(o)  gives  stat¬ 
utory  effect,  as  explained  in  §  785.26,  to 
the  exclusion  from  measured  working 
time  of  certain  clothes-changlng  and 
washing  time  at  the  beginning  or  the 
end  of  the  workday  by  the  parties  to  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreements. 

2.  Section  785.26  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  785.26  Section  3(o)  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act. 

Section  3(0)  of  the  act  provides  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule  for  em¬ 
ployees  under  collective  bargaining 
agreements.  This  section  provides  for 
the  exclusion  from  hoiu-s  worked  of  time 
spent  by  an  employee  in  changing  clothes 
or  washing  at  the  beginning  or  end  of 
each  workday  which  was  excluded  from 
measured  woiking  time  during  the  week 
Involved  by  the  express  terms  of  or  by 
custom  or  practice  under  a  bona  fide 
collective-bargaining  agreement  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  pcurtictilar  employee.  During 
any  week  in  which  such  clothes-changing 
or  washing  time  was  not  so  excluded,  it 
must  be  coimted  as  hours  worked  if  the 
changing  of  clothes  or  washing  is  in¬ 
dispensable  to  the  performance  of  the 
employee’s  work  or  is  required  by  law 
or  by  rules  of  the  employer.  The  same 
would  be  true  if  the  changing  of  clothes 
or  washing  was  a  preliminary  or  post- 
limlnary  activity  compensable  by  con¬ 
tract,  custom,  or  practice  as  provided 
by  section  4  of  the  Portal-to-Portal  Act, 
and  as  discussed  in  S  785.9  and  29  CFR 
Part  790. 

3.  Section  785.29  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  785.29  Training .  directly  related  to 
employee's  job. 

The  training  Is  directly  related  to  the 
employee’s  Job  if  it  is  designed  to  make 
the  employee  handle  his  Job  more  effec¬ 
tively  as  distinguished  from  training  him 
for  another  Job,  or  to  a  new  or  additional 
skill.  For  example,  a  stenographer  who 
Is  given  a  course  in  stenography  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  an  activity  to  make  her  a  better 
stenographer.  Time  spent  in  such  a 
coiuse  given  by  the  employer  or  under 
his  auspices  is  homa  worked.  However, 
if  the  stenographer  takes  a  coiuae  in 
bookkeeping,  it  may  not  be  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  her  Job.  Thus,  the  time  she 
spends  volimtarily  in  taking  such  a  book¬ 
keeping  course,  outside  of  regular  work¬ 
ing  hours,  need  not  be  counted  as  work¬ 
ing  time.  Where  a  training  course  is 
instituted  for  the  bona  fide  purpose  of 
preparing  for  advancement  through  up¬ 
grading  the  employee  to  a  higher  skill, 
and  is  not  Intended  to  make  the  em¬ 
ployee  more  efficient  in  his  present  Job, 
the  training  is  not  considered  directly 
related  to  the  employee’s  Job  even  though 
the  course  incidentedly  Improves  his  swii 
in  doing  his  regular  work. 

(62  Stat.  1000,  as  amended;  30  I7£.C.  201 
et  seq.) 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1965. 

Olarxncx  T.  Lttndquist, 
Administrator, 

[FA.  Doc.  66-8401;  PUed,  Aug.  0,  1065; 
8:40  am.] 

Title  43— PUBUC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBUC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Umd  Order  8760] 

(Utah  0141707] 

UTAH 

Addition  of  Lands  to  Dixie  National 
Forest 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
In  the  Act  of  July  9,  1962  (76  Stat.  140; 
43  UJS.C.  315g-l) .  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Subject  to  vaUd  existing  rights,  the 
following-described  lands  acquired  in 
exchanges  under  section  8  of  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  1272  ;  43  UB.C. 
315g),  which  are  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  Dixie  National  Forest, 
are  hereby  added  to  and  made  a  part  of 
said  forest,  and  hereafter  shall  be  subject 
to  all  laws  and  regulations  applicable  to 
said  forest: 

Salt  Lakx  Mxbisian 

T.  33  S.,  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  36. 

T.  34  S..  B.  3  W., 

Sec.  2. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  1281.80 
acres. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Attgttst  4,  1965. 

[FJt.  Doc.  66-8365;  Filed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:46  am.] 

Title  SO— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Chautauqua  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  III.,  et  al. 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Illinois 

CHAUTAUQUA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  himting  of  blue-winged,  green¬ 
winged  and  cinnamon  teal  on  the  (Chau¬ 
tauqua  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  HI.,  Is 


permitted  from  September  18  through 
September  26,  1965,  but  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area  comprising  555  acres  is 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters,  Havana,  HI.,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Minnea¬ 
polis,  Minn.,  55408.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
and  Federal  regulations  subject  to  the 
following  special  condititms: 

(1)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  only  to  retrieve 
wounded  or  dead  teal. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
(Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  September  26, 1965. 

CRAB  ORCHARD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGI 

Public  hunting  of  blue-winged  teal, 
green-winged  teal,  and  cinnamon  teal  on 
the  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  permitted  from  September  18 
through  September  26,  1965,  but  only 
on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open 
to  hunting.  ’This  open  area  comprising 
12,380  acres  is  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters.  Carter- 
ville,  HI.,  and  from  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor.  Bureau  of  Six>rt  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife.  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55408. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  and  Federal  Regulations 
subject  to  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions: 

(1)  Dogs — ^Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  only  to  retrieve 
wounded  or  dead  teal. 

(2)  Blinds — ^Temporary  blinds  of  ap¬ 
proved  material  may  be  construct^. 
Pits  may  be  dug  in  areas  approved  and 
designated  by  the  refuge  manager. 

(3)  Boats — ^The  use  of  boats  for  bunt¬ 
ing  on  the  water  in  the  open  area  of  the 
refuge  is  prescribed  as  follows: 

(a)  (Crab  Orchard  Lake — boats  with 
motors  win  be  permitted. 

(b)  Little  Grassy  and  Devils  Kitchen 
Lakes — boats  with  motors  up  to  6  h.p. 
will  be  permitted. 

(c)  Shooting  from  motor  boats  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  if  they  are  anchored  or 
otherwise  fastened  to  a  fixed  blind  or 
the  shore. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  26, 
1965. 

Illinois,  Iowa  and  Minnesota 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  WILD  LIFE  AND 
FISH  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  blue-winged,  green¬ 
winged  and  cinnamon  teal  on  the  Upper 
Mississippi  River  Wild  Life  and  Pish  Ref¬ 
uge,  m.,  Iowa,  and  Minn.,  is  permitted 
from  September  18  through  September 
26,  1965,  in  Hllnois;  September  11 
through  Iteptember  19, 1965,  in  Iowa  and 
from  12:00  noon  September  11,  through 
September  13,  1968,  in  Minnesota,  but 
only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as 
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open  to  hunting.  These  open  areas  com¬ 
prising  90,000  acres  are  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  the  refuge  headauar- 
ters,  Winona,  Minn.,  and  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
55408.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  subject  to  the  following  con¬ 
ditions: 

(1)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  only  to  retrieve 
wounded  or  dead  teal. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  September  26, 1965. 

MnfNKSOTA 

TAMARAC  NATIOITAL  Wn.DLm  RXrUGE 

Public  hunting  of  blue-winged,  green- 
winged  and  cinnamon  teal  (m  the  Tama¬ 
rac  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  12:00  noon,  Sept^ber  11, 
through  September  13,  1965,  but  only 
in  the  area  designated  by  signs  as  (^n 
to  hunting.  This  <^n  area,  comprMng 
9,000  acres  is  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters,  Rochert, 
Minn.,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Dogs — ^Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  only  to  retrieve 
wounded  or  dead  teal. 

The  provisions  of  this  Q)ecial  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32, 
and  arc  effective  through  September  13, 
1965. 

South  Dakota 

LACREEK  NATIOKAL  Wn.DI.irB  RXFUGB 

Public  hunting  of  blue-winged,  green¬ 
winged  and  cinnamon  teal  on  the  Lecreek 
National  Wildlife  Refuge.  S.  Dak.,  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  September  4  through  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1965,  but  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  310  acres  is 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters,  Martin,  S.  Dak., 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau 
of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Mlime- 
apolis.  Minn.,  55408.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
and  Federal  regulations  subject  to  the 
following  special  condition: 

(1)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  only  to  retrieve 
wounded  or  dead  teaL 
The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  12, 
1965. 

R.  W.  Burwbix, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 
August  2. 1965. 

IPh.  Doc,  65-8367;  FUed,  Aug.  t.  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


Title  45— PUBLIC  WaFARE 

Chapter  VIIB— United  States  Civil 
Service  Commission 

PART  801— VOTING  RIGHTS 
PROGRAM 

Ainiendices  A.  B.  C,  and  D  to  Part 
801  are  added  as  set  out  below. 

Afpxnihx  a 

This  appendix  to  Part  801,  which  Is  In¬ 
corporated  In  and  made  a  part  of  section 
801.308  at  Part  801,  aerts  out  the  dates,  times, 
and  plaoee  designated  by  the  Oommleelon 
tor  filing  an  application  In  each  political 
subdivision,  and  sets  out  the  forma  at  ap¬ 
plication  prescribed  by  the  Oommlaalon. 

DATB,  TUCXa,  AND  VUiCMS  WOB,  ITLINO 

Offlcee  at  which  appUcatlons  may  be  filed 
will  be  open  In  each  State  In  the  county  or 
pariah  and  at  the  jdace  set  forth  In  this 
appendix  beginning  on  the  date  specified  and 
continuing  thereafter.  Each  oBica  will  be 
open  Monday  through  Saturday  (except  on  a 
legal  holiday)  between  the  hoiirs  of  8:80  a.m. 
and  4:30  pm.  and  at  such  other  additional 
hours  as  prescribed  by  an  examiner. 


of  the  United  States  mr 
the  State  of  Alabama,  or 
(8)  a  seaman  or  college 
student?  _ 

8.  (a)  Are  you  now  regis¬ 

tered  to  vote  In  Ala¬ 
bama?  _ _ 

(h)  Are  you  now  listed 
Tmder  the  Voting 
Bights  Act? _ 

9.  Are  you  a  citizen  of  the 

United  States  and  of  the 
State  of  Alabama? _ 

10.  Have  you  ever  been  con¬ 
victed  of  a  crime  other 
than  a  traffic  violation?  _ 

11.  Have  you  ever  been  de¬ 

clared  legally  Insane  by 
a  court? _ 


County;  Place  for  nUng;  Beginning  Date 

Dallas;  Selma-Federal  Building;  August  10, 
1965. 

Hale;  Greensboro— Post  Office  Building;  Au¬ 
gust  10,  1905. 

Lowndes;  Ft.  Deposit — ^Post  Office  Building; 
Augxut  10,  1965. 

Marengo;  Demopolls — Poet  Office  Building; 
August  10, 1965. 


Parish;  Place  for  Filing;  Beginning  Date 

East  Carrcdl;  Lake  Providence — Poet  Office 
Building;  August  10, 1966. 

East  Feliciana;  Clinton — Kline  Building,  St. 

Helena  Street;  August  10, 1966. 
Plaquemines;  Buras — Poet  Office  Building; 
August  10,  1965. 


County;  Place  for  Filing;  Beginning  Date 

Le  Flore;  Greenwood — Post  Office  Building; 
August  10, 1965. 

Madison;  Canton — 286  Peace  Street;  August 
10,  1065. 

PoBMs  or  AppLicanoM 


State  of  Alabama  County  of _ 

Instructlone  to  the  Applicant:  Please  fill  out 
this  side  of  this  form.  If  you  need  help  In 
answering  any  question,  the  Examiner  will 
help  you. 

1.  Name _ 

(First)  (Middle)  (Last) 

2.  Age - 

3.  Address _ _ _ 

(HFD  or  Street  Humber)  (Street) 

(City  or  Tovon)  (State) 

4.  How  lo:^  have  you  lived  in  Alabama? _ 

5.  How  long  have  you  lived  at  the  above 

address? _ 

6.  What  Is  your  precinct? _  or  ward? _ 

7.  Are  you  now  (1)  onactfve 
duty  In  the  Armed  Woroea 
at  the  United  States  or 
the  Alabama  NatUmal 
Guard,  (2)  an  employee 


□  Tee  □  No 


□  Tea  □  No 


□  Tee  □  No 


□  Yes  □  No 


□  Yes  □  No 


□  Yes  □  No 


Form  approved 

Budget  Bureau  No.  5<1-R859 

Afpucation  To  Bx  Listkd  Umoks  thx  Vottno 
Rights  Act  or  1965 


Any  wilful!  false  statement  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  a  Federal  crime  punishable  by  fine 
or  imprisonment. 

Stop  Hxbx.  Takx  thx  Form  to  thx 
EXAMlNXa 

1  do  solMnnly  swear  (or  affirm)  that  the 
Infotmatlon  I  have  provided  Is  true  and  cor¬ 
rect  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  informa¬ 
tion,  and  belief.  I  do  fyrther  personally 
swear  (or  affirm)  that  I  will  support  and 
defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Ala¬ 
bama;  and  that  I  do  not  believe  .In  nor  am  I 
affiliated  with  any  group  or  party  which  ad¬ 
vocated  or  advocates  the  overthrow  ot  the 
Government  o6  the  United  Statee  or  of  the 
State  of  Alabama  by  unlawful  means. 

Signature  (or  mark)  of  Applicant _ 

Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  be¬ 
fore  me  on  this  date _ _ 

Examiner  _ 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commision 

CSC  Form  806-A 
t  August  1965 


Do  not  write  on  this  side — lor  use  by 
examiner 

ADOmONAI,  IlWOKStATION  ITKICS 

2.  If  applicant  shows  his  age  to  he  under  21, 
write  in  his  date  of  birth _ 

4.  If  applicant  shows  that 
he  has  not  lived  In  Ala¬ 
bama  for  one  year,  win  he 
have  lived  In  Alabama  for 
one  year  by  the  date  of 

the  next  election? _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ — _ 

Pormer  Address _ _ _ 

5.  If  applicant  shows  that 
he  has  not  lived  at  his 
present  address  for  six 
months,  wlU  he  by  the 
date  of  the  next  election 
have: 

Lived  In  the  same  county 

for  six  months? _  □  Yes  □  No 

U  yes,  write  In  the  date  residence  began 

Former  Address  _ 

Lived  In  his  precinct  or 

ward  for  three  months?  -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date  residence  began 

Pormer  Address  _ 

Lived  In  the  same  city  or 

town  for  three  months?  _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date  residence  began 

Pormer  Address _ _ _ 

7.  If  applicant  answers  yes. 

Is  his  residence  in  Ala- 
bsma  end  In  his  county 
for  temporary  purposes 

only? _  □  Tee  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  his  occupation _ 


9914  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


8.  (a)  If  applicant  shows  that  he  Is  now 
registered  to  vote  in  Alabama,  write 
in  the  county  where  he  is  registered 

(b)  If  applicant  shows  that  he  is  now 
listed  imder  the  Voting  Rights  Act, 
write  In  the  coimty  where  he  Is 

listed _ and 

certificate  number  if  available _ 

10.  If  applicant  answers  yes,  name  the  crime 


Where  and  when  convicted? _ 

Was  the  conviction  for 

a  disqualifying  crime? _ □  Yes  □  Mo 

If  a  disqualifying  crime, 
has  applicant  been  par¬ 
doned  with  restoration  of 

his  right  to  vote? _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  so  pardoned,  how  and  when? _ 


11.  If  applicant  answers  yes, 
has  he  subsequently  been 
declared  legally  sane  or 
competent  by  a  court?  □  Yes  □  No 
If  yes,  when  and  by  what  court? _ 


Certificate  of  Eligibility  Issued-No. _ 

_ _ Notification  of  Ineligibility 

Issue-No.  _ 

LOUISIAMA 

Front 

Form  approved 

Budget  Bureau  No.  50-Ra59 

Application  To  Be  Listed  XTndes  the  Votino 
Rights  Act  or  1965 

State  of  Louslana  Parish  of _ 

Instructions  to  the  applicant:  Please  fill  out 
t.btn  side  of  this  form.  If  you  need  help  In 
answering  questions  1  through  IS,  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  will  help  you. 

1.  Name  _ 

(Firat)  {Middle)  {Last) 

2.  Age - 

3.  Address _ _ _ 

{RFD  or  Street  Number)  {Street) 


{City  or  Town)  {State) 

4.  How  long  have  you  lived  In  Louisiana? _ 


5.  How  long  have  you  lived  at  the  above 

address? _ _ 

6.  What  is  your  precinct  ... _ _ _ 

and  ward  _ ? 

7.  Are  you  now  (1)  on  active 

duty  In  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  or 
the  Louisiana  National 
Ouard,  (il)  an  employee 
of  the  United  States  or 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  or 
(3)  a  seaman  or  college 
student? _ 

8.  (a)  Are  you  now  regis¬ 

tered  to  vote  In  Lou¬ 
isiana?  _ 

(b)  Are  you  now  listed 
imder  the  Voting 
Rights  Act? _ 

9.  Are  you  a  citizen  of  the 

United  States  and  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana? _ 

10.  Have  you  ev^  been  con¬ 

victed  of  a  crime  other 
than  a  trafflc  or  game 
violation?  _ 

11.  Have  you  ever  been  dis¬ 

honorably  discharged 
from  or  are  you  a  deserter 
from  the  Louisiana  Na¬ 
tional  Ouard  or  militia  or 
the  military  service  of 
the  United  States? _ 

13.  Have  you  ever  been  de¬ 
clared  legally  Insane  or 
incompetent  by  a  court?  . 

18.  Are  you  now  living  In  a 
charitable  home  or  In¬ 
stitution?  _ 


14.  What  is  your  political  party  preference? 


Any  willful  false  statement  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  a  Federal  crime  punishable  by  fine 
or  imprisonment. 

Stop  Hess.  Take  the  Foaif  to  the 
Exascineb 

I  do  solemnly  swear  (or  affirm)  that  I  will 
faithfully  and  fully  abide  by  all  of  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  that  I  am  well  dis¬ 
posed  to  the  good  order  and  happiness  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  and  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  Information  I  have  provided  Is 
true  to  the  best  of  my  luiowledge  and  belief. 

Signature  (or  mark)  of  applicant _ 

Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before 

me  this  date _ 

Examiner  _ 

United  States  Civil  Service  Oommlsslon 

CSC  Form  806-L 
t  August  1965 

LOUISIANA 

Back 

Do  not  write  on  this  side — ^For  use  by 
examiner 

Additional  Inpormatton  Items 

2.  If  the  ai^icant  shows 
his  age  to  be  under  21, 
will  he  be  21  by  the  date 
of  the  next  election?....  □  Yes  □  No 
Write  In  his  date  of  birth _ _ _ _ 

4.  If  the  applicant  shows 

that  he  has  not  lived  In 
Louisiana  for  one  year, 
will  he  have  lived  In 
Louisiana  for  one  year  by 
the  date  of  the  next  elec¬ 
tion? -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ _ _ _ 

Former  Address _ 

5.  If  applicant  shows  that 
he  has  not  lived  at  his 
present  address  for  six 
months,  will  he  by  the 
date  of  the  next  election 
have: 

Lived  In  the  same  parish 

for  six  months? _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ _ _ 

Former  Address _ _ _ _ 

Lived  In  this  precinct  for 

three  months? _ _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ _ 

Former  Address _ 

Lived  In  the  same  town 

or  city  for  four  months?.  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ 

Fc»mer  Address _ _ _ 

7.  If  applicant’s  answer  is 
yes,  is  his  residence  In 
Louisiana  and  In  his  par¬ 
ish  for  temporary  pur¬ 
poses  only? -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  his  occu¬ 
pation _ _ _ 

8.  (a)  If  applicant  shows 
that  he  is  now  reg¬ 
istered  to  vote  In 
Louisians,  write  In 
the  parish  where  he 

Is  registered: _ ............... 

(b)  If  applicant  shows 
that  he  Is  now  listed 
tmder  the  Voting 
Rights  Act,  write  In 
the  parish  where  he 

is  listed . 

-  and 

certificate  number 

If  available _ .......... _ _ 


10.  If  applicant  answers  yee, 

name  the  crime _ _ _ 

Where  and  when  convicted? _ 

Was  the  conviction  for  a 
disqualifying  crime?....  □  Yes  □  No 
If  a  disqualifying  crime, 
has  applicant  been  par¬ 
doned  with  express  res¬ 
toration  of  the  right  to 

vote? _ _  □  Yes  □  No 

If  so  pardoned,  how  and 

when? _ 

11.  If  applicant  answers  yes, 
write  in  whether  dishon¬ 
orably  discharged  or  a 

deserter? _ ... _ _ _ _ 

If  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged,  has  he  been  re¬ 
instated?  _ _  □  Yee  □  No 

If  yes,  when  and  where?.. _ _ 

If  a  deserter,  has  he  re¬ 
turned  to  his  command 
and  made  up  his  lost 

time? -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  when  and  where? _ _ _ 

12.  If  applicant  shows  that 

he  has  been  declared 
legally  Insane  or  Incom¬ 
petent  by  a  court,  has  he 
subsequently  been  de¬ 
clared  legally  sane  or 
competent  by  a  court?...  □  Yes  □  No 
If  yes,  when  and  what  court? _ 

13.  If  the  applicant  shows 

that  he  Is  now  living  In 
a  charitable  home  or  In¬ 
stitution,  Is  he  disquali¬ 
fied? -  □  Yes  □  No 

Certificate  of  Blgiblllty  Issued — ^No.  _ _ 

Notice  of  Ineligibility  Issued — ^No. _ 

MISSISSIPPI 

Front 

Form  approved 

Budget  Bureau  No.  6()-R359 

Application  To  Be  Libtxd  Under  the  Votimo 
Rights  Act  op  1965 

State  of  Mississippi  County  of _ 

Instructions  to  the  applicant:  Please  fill  out 
this  side  of  this  form.  If  you  need  help  in 
answering  any  question,  the  Examiner  will 
help  you. 

1.  Name _ n. _ 

{First)  {Middle)  {Last) 

2.  Age - 

8.  Address _ _ _ _ _ 

{RFD  or  Street  Number)  {Street) 


{City  or  Town)  {State) 

4.  Are  3rou  a  minister  or 

minister’s  wife _  □  Yee  □  No 

5.  How  long  have  you  lived 

In  Mississippi? _ 

6.  How  long  have  you  lived  at  the  above 

address?  _ 


7.  What  is  jova  election  district? 

8.  (a)  Are  you  now  regis¬ 

tered  to  vote  In  Mls- 


sissippi?  - _ -  . 

□  Yes 

□  No 

(b)  Are  you  now  listed 
under  the  Voting 
Rights  Act? _ 

□  Yes 

□  No 

0. 

Are  you  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States? _ 

□  Yes 

□  No 

10. 

Have  you  ever  been  con¬ 
victed  of  a  crime  other 
than  a  traffic  violation? _ 

□  Yes 

□  No 

11. 

Have  you  ever  been  de¬ 
clared  legally  Insane  by  a 
eoiut?  _ 

□  Yes 

□  No 

Any  willful  false  statement  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  a  Federal  crime  punishable  by  fine 
or  imprisonment. 


Stop  Here.  Take  the  Form  to  the 
Examiner. 

I  do  solemnly  swear  {<x  affirm)  that  I  am 
now  In  good  faith  a  resident  of  this  State, 
my  election  district,  and  my  city  or  town 


□ 

Yes 

□ 

No 

□ 

Yes 

□ 

No 

□ 

Yes 

□ 

No 

□ 

Yes 

□ 

No 

□ 

Yes 

□ 

No 

□  Yes 

□  No 

□  Yes 

□  No 

□  Y»s 

□  No 

Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 


FCDERAl  REGISTER  ' 


9915 


(If  any):  tliat  the  Information  I  have  pro¬ 
vided  is  true  and  correct  to  the  beet  of  my 
knowledge,  Information,  and  belief;  and  that 
I  will  faithfully  eupport  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  State  of  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  will  becu  true  faith  and  allegiance 
to  the  same.  So  help  me  God. 

In  addition.  If  applicant  Is  a  minister  or  the 
wife  of  a  minister  of  the  Gospel  In  charge 
of  an  organized  church,  have  him  (or  her) 
also  swear  to  or  affirm  that  fact.  In  such 
Instances  It  shall  be  sufficient  If  the  applicant 
swears  or  affirms  that  he  (or  she)  has  re¬ 
sided  for  six  months  (Instead  of  one  year) 
in  the  election  district  or  city  or  town. 

Signature  (or  mark)  of  applicant - 

Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before 

me  this  date _ 

Examiner _ _ _ — - 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission 

CSC  Form  80&-M 
t  August  1966 

MISSISSIFPI 

Back 

Do  not  write  on  this  side — for  use  by 
examiner 

Additiohai.  Intoemation  Imis 


2.  If  applicant  shows  his  age 
to  be  tmder  21.  will  he  be 
21  by  the  date  of  the  next 

election? _ _  □  Yes  □  No 

Write  In  his  date  of  birth? _ 

5.  If  applicant  shows  that 
he  has  not  lived  In  Mis¬ 
sissippi  for  two  years,  will 
he  have  lived  In  Missis¬ 
sippi  for  two  years  by  the 

date  of  the  next  election?  □  Yes  □  No 
If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ 

Former  address _ 

6.  If  applicant  shows  that 
he  has  not  lived  at  his 
present  address  one  year, 
will  he  by  the  date  of  the 
next  election  have: 

Lived  In  the  same  elec¬ 
tion  district  for  one  year?  □  Yes  □  No 

If  applicant  Is  a  minister 

or  minister's  wife,  for  6 

months?.-.. -  □  Yea  □  No 

If  yes.  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ _ 

Former  address _ 

Lived  In  the  same  city, 
town,  or  village  for  one 

year? -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  applicant  la  a  minister 
or  minister's  wife,  for  6 

months? -  □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  write  In  the  date 

residence  began _ _ _ 

Former  address _ 

8.  (a)  If  applicant  shows 
that  be  Is  now  registered 
to  vote  In  Mississippi, 
write  In  the  county  where 

he  Is  registered. _ 

(b)  If  applicant  shows 
that  be  Is  now  listed  un¬ 
der  the  Voting  Rights  Act, 
write  in  the  county  where 

he  Is  listed _ _ _ 

and  certificate  number  If 

available. _ _ _ _ _ _ 

10.  If  applicant  answers  yes, 
was  the  conviction  for 
bribery,  burglary,  theft, 
arson,  perjury,  forgery, 
embezzlement,  bigamy, 
or  obtaining  money  or 
goods  under  false  pre¬ 
tenses? -  □  Yea  □  No 

If  yes,  answer  the  follow¬ 
ing  questions: 

Which  crime?... _ .... _ _ _ ... _ _ 

When  and  where  convicted?............ 


Has  right  to  vote  been  restored  by  the 

leglslattire? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

If  so  restored,  when? _ 

11.  If  applicant  answers  yes, 
has  he  subsequently  bMn 
declared  legally  sane  or 

competent  by  a  court? _ □  Yes  □  No 

If  yes,  when  and  by  what  court? _ 

Certificate  of  Eligibility  Issued— No. _ 

Notice  of  Ineligibility  Issued — ^No.  _ 

Appendix  B 

This  appendix  to  Part  801,  which  Is  Incor¬ 
porated  In  and  made  a  part  of  section  801.204 
of  Part  801,  sets  out  the  qualifications  re¬ 
quired  for  listing  on  an  eligibility  list. 

AIJtBAlIA 

A  person  is  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an 
eligible  voter  In  elections  In  the  State  of 
Alabama,  except  municipal  elections.  If  he 
has  all  the  following  qualifications  at  the 
time  he  applies  for  listing  and  If  he  takes 
the  required  oath  or  affirmation. 

(1)  He  Is  21  years  of  age. 

(2)  He  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
of  the  State  of  Alabama. 

(8)  He  will  have  lived  In  the  State  of  Ala¬ 
bama  for  one  year.  In  his  county  for  six 
months,  and  In  bis  ward  or  precinct  for  three 
months  by  the  date  of  the  next  election. 

(4)  He  has  not  been  convicted  of  treason, 
murder,  arson,  embezzlement,  malfeasance  In 
office,  larceny,  receiving  stolen  property,  ob¬ 
taining  property  or  money  under  false  pre¬ 
tenses,  perjury,  subornation  of  perjury,  rob¬ 
bery,  assault  with  Intent  to  rob,  biuglary, 
forgery,  bribery,  assault  and  battery  on  the 
wife,  bigamy,  living  In  adultery,  sodomy.  In¬ 
cest,  rape,  miscegenation,  crime  against 
nature,  or  any  crime  pimlshable  by  Imprison¬ 
ment  In  the  penitentiary,  or  of  any  infamous 
crime  or  crime  Involving  moral  turpitude,  or 
of  vagrancy  or  being  a  tramp,  or  of  selling  at 
offering  to  sell  his  vote  or  the  vote  of  another, 
at  of  buying  or  offering  to  buy  the  vote  of 
another,  or  of  making  or  offering  to  make  a 
false  return  In  any  election  by  the  people 
or  In  any  primary  election  to  procure  the 
nomination  or  election  of  any  person  to  any 
office,  or  of  suborning  any  witness  or  registrar 
to  secure  the  registration  of  any  person  as  an 
eltctor,  or  If  so  convicted  he  has  been  subse¬ 
quently  pardoned  with  restoration  of  his 
right  to  vote  specifically  expressed  In  the 
pardon. 

(6)  He  has  not  been  declared  legally  Insane 
by  a  court,  or  If  so  declared  be  has  subse¬ 
quently  been  declared  legally  sane  or  compe¬ 
tent  by  a  court. 

(6)  He  Is  not  otherwise  registered  or  listed 
as  eligible  to  vote  In  the  county  In  which 
he  applies  for  listing. 

A  person  who  has  all  the  above  qualifica¬ 
tions  Is  also  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an  eligible 
voter  In  municipal  elections  if  he  will  have 
lived  in  his  city  or  tosm  for  three  months  by 
the  date  of  the  next  election. 

XXIXnSIAMA 

A  person  Is  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an 
eligible  voter  in  elections  In  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  except  municipal  elections.  If  be 
has  all  the  following  qualifications  at  the 
time  he  applies  for  listing  and  If  be  takes  the 
oath  or  affirmation. 

(1)  He  will  be  21  years  of  age  by  the  date  of 
the  next  election. 

(2)  He  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

(3)  He  will  have  lived  In  the  State  of 
Louslana  for  one  year.  In  his  parish  for  six 
months,  and  In  his  precinct  for  three  months 
by  the  date  of  the  next  election. 

(4)  He  has  not  been  convicted  of  any  crime 
punishable  by  Imprisonment  In  the  peniten¬ 
tiary,  or  If  BO  convicted  he  has  been  subse¬ 
quently  pardoned  with  the  express  restoration 
of  the  franchise. 

(6)  He  has  not  been  Interdicted,  that  Is, 
declared  legally  Incompetent  or  Insane  by 


a  court,  or  If  so  Interdicted  he  has  been 
subsequently  restored  to  legal  competency 
or  sanity  by  a  court. 

(6)  He  has  not  been  dlshontx'ably  dis- 
chiu'ged  from  the  Louisiana  National  Guard 
or  the  military  service  of  the  United  States, 
or  If  so  discharged  he  has  been  reinstated. 

(7)  He  Is  not  a  deserter  from  the  military 
service  qf  the  United  States  or  the  militia 
of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  when  called  forth 
by  the  Governs  or.  In  time  of  Invasion,  In¬ 
surrection,  or  rebellion,  by  the  President  of 
the  United  Staites,  or  If  such  a  deserter,  he 
has  returned  to  the  command  from  which 
he  deserted,  made  good  the  time  lost  In 
desertion,  and  served  out  the  term  of  his 
original  enllstmenit. 

(8)  He  Is  not  an  inmate  of  any  charitable 
Institution,  except  the  Scalers  Home  and 
the  United  States  Marine  hospital  at  Car- 
vllle. 

(9)  He  Is  not  otherwise  registered  or  listed 
as  eligible  to  vote  In  the  parish  In  which  he 
applies  for  listing. 

A  person  who  has  all  the  above  qualifica¬ 
tions  Is  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an  eligible 
voter  In  municipal  elections  If  he  will  have 
lived  In  his  city  or  town  for  four  months  by 
the  date  of  the  next  election. 

MISSISSIPPI 

A  person  Is  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an 
eligible  voter  In  elections  In  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  except  municipal  elections,  if  he 
has  all  the  following  qualifications  at  the 
time  he  applies  for  listing  and  takes  the  re¬ 
quired  oath  or  affirmation. 

( 1 )  He  will  be  21  yecus  of  age  by  the  date 
of  the  next  election. 

(2)  He  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

(3)  He  will  have  lived  In  the  State  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi  for  two  years  by  the  date  of  the  next 
eleotlon. 

(4)  He  will  have  lived  In  his  election  dis¬ 
trict  or  his  city,  town,  village,  or  municipal¬ 
ity  for  one  year  by  the  date  of  the  next 
election.  However,  If  the  person  Is  a  min¬ 
ister  or  the  wife  of  a  minister  of  the  Gospel 
In  charge  of  an  organized  church,  that  person 
Is  qualified  If  he  or  she  will  have  lived  in  the 
election  district  for  six  months  by  the  date 
of  the  next  election. 

(6)  He  has  not  been  convicted  of  arson, 
bigamy,  bribery,  burglary,  embezzlement, 
forgery,  obtaining  money  or  goods  imder 
false  pretenses,  perjury,  or  theft,  or  If  so 
convicted  his  right  to  vote  has  been  restored 
by  the  legislature. 

(6)  He  has  not  been  declared  legally  In¬ 
sane  by  a  court,  or  If  so  declared  he  has  been 
subsequently  declared  legally  sane  or  compe¬ 
tent  jy  a  court. 

(7)  He  Is  not  otherwise  registered  or  listed 
as  eligible  to  vote  In  the  county  In  which  he 
applies  for  listing. 

A  person  who  has  all  the  above  qualifica¬ 
tions  is  qualified  to  be  listed  as  an  eligible 
voter  in  munlclpcd  elections  If  be  will  have 
lived  In  his  city,  town,  or  village  for  one 
year  by  the  date  of  the  next  election,  unless 
he  has,  within  two  years  befora  the  next 
municipal  electUm,  been  convicted  within 
the  municipality  of  violating  the  liquor  laws 
of  the  State  or  the  municipality.  However, 
If  the  person  Is  a  minister  or  the  wife  of  a 
minister  of  the  Gospel  In  charge  of  an  or¬ 
ganized  chmxh,  that  person  Is  qualified  to 
be  listed  as  an  eligible  voter  In  municipal 
elections  If  he  she  will  have  lived  In  the 
city,  town,  or  village  tat  six  months  by  the 
date  of  the  next  election. 

Appendix  C 

This  appendix  to  Part  801,  which  is  In¬ 
corporated  In  and  made  a  part  of  section 
801.206,  sets  forth  the  address  of  each  Ex¬ 
aminer  (State  Supervisor),  UJS.  Civil  Service 
Commission. 


No.  163 - 8 


9916-9923 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


AT.^BAMA 

Examiner  (State  Supo^lior),  Civil 
Service  Commlaalon,  Boom  830,  Aronov  Bldg,, 
474  South  Court  Street.  Montgomery,  Ala¬ 
bama. 

LOX7IS1AMA 

Examiner  (State  Supervisor) ,  UB.  Civil 
Service  Commission,  803  Federal  Building 
South,  600  South  Street,  New  Orleans,  Lou¬ 
isiana. 

MIBSlSSn>PI 

Examiner  (State  Supervisor),  UB.  Civil 
Service  Commission,  Second  Floor,  Post  Of¬ 
fice,  Jackson,  Mississippi. 

Appendix  D 

This  appendix  to  Part  801,  which  Is  In¬ 
corporated  In  and  made  a  part  of  section 
801.402  of  Part  801,  sets  out  the  bases  fOT  loss 
of  eligibility  to  vote  and  removal  from  an 
eUglbUlty  list. 

ALABAMA 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  In  elec¬ 
tions  In  the  State  of  Alabama  If : 

(1)  He  Is  no  longer  a  legal  resident  of  the 
State  of  Alabama  or  the  coimty  tor  which  he 
Is  listed  (a  person  may  not  vote  In  a  county 
or  precinct  In  which  he  is  not  a  resident,  but 
when  a  person  removes  from  one  precinct  or 
ward  to  another  precinct  or  ward  within  the 
same  county,  town,  or  city  within  three 
months  before  an  election,  he  may  vote  In 
the  precinct  or  ward  from  which  he  so  re¬ 
moved)  ; 

(2)  He  dies; 

(3)  He  Is  convicted  of  treason,  murder, 
arson,  embezzlement,  malfeasance  In  ofllce, 
larceny,  receiving  stolen  property,  obtaining 
property  or  money  xmder  false  pretenses,  per¬ 
jury,  subornation  of  perjury,  robbery,  assault 
with  Intent  to  rob,  burglary,  forgery,  bribery, 
assault  and  battei^  on  wife,  bigamy,  living 
In  adultery,  sodomy,  miscegenation.  Incest, 
rape,  crime  against  nature,  or  any  crime  pun¬ 
ishable  by  Imprisonment  in  the  penitentiary, 
or  of  any  Infamous  crime  or  crime  involving 
moral  turpitude,  or  vagrancy  or  being  a 
tramp,  or  selling  or  offering  to  sell  his  vote  or 
the  vote  of  another,  or  of  buying  or  offering 
to  buy  the  vote  of  another,  or  of  malting  or 
offering  to  make  false  return  In  any  election 
by  the  people  or  In  any  primary  election  to 
procure  the  nomination  or  election  of  any 
person  to  any  cAce,  or  of  suborning  any  wit¬ 


ness  or  registrar  to  secure  the  registration 
of  any  person  as  an  elector,  and  has  not 
been  subsequently  pcudoned  with  restora¬ 
tion  of  his  right  to  vote  specifically  expressed 
In  the  pardon; 

(4)  He  Is  declared  legally  Insane  by  a  court 
and  has  not  been  subsequently  declared 
legally  sane  or  competent  by  a  court;  or 

(5)  He  loses  his  citizenship  in  the  United 
States  or  the  State  of  Alabama. 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  In  mu¬ 
nicipal  elections  only.  If  he  Is  no  longw  a 
legal  resident  of  his  dty  or  town.  Loss  of 
eligibility  to  vote  In  a  municipal  election 
because  of  change  of  such  residence  does  not 
result  In  loss  of  eligibility  In  any  other  elec¬ 
tion. 

LOUISIANA 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  In  elec¬ 
tions  In  the  State  of  Louisiana  If: 

(1)  He  Is  no  longer  a  legal  resident  of  the' 
State  of  Louisiana  or  the  parish  for  which  he 
Is  listed,  however  the  removal  from  one 
parish  to  another  does  not  deprive  a  person 
of  the  right  to  remain  listed  In  the  parish 
from  which  he  has  removed  for  the  purpose 
of  voting  for  district  dllcers  to  be  elected 
In  a  district  which  Includes  the  parish  to 
which  he  has  removed,  or  trx  State  ofllcm, 
whether  the  parish  Is  In  the  same  district  or 
not,  until  he  has  acquired  the  right  to  regis¬ 
ter  or  be  listed  and  vote  for  such  ofllcers  In 
the  parish  to  which  he  has  removed  (the  re¬ 
moval  of  a  person  fnnn  one  precinct  to  an¬ 
other  In  the  same  pcudsh  does  not  deprive 
him  of  his  rlgd^t  to  remain  listed  in  the 
parish  from  which  he  has  removed  until 
three  months  after  the  removal) ; 

(2)  He  dies; 

(3)  He  Is  ccmvlcted  of  any  crime  punish¬ 
able  by  Imprisonment  In  the  penitentiary 
and  has  not  been  subsequently  pardoned 
with  the  express  restoration  of  the  franchise; 

(4)  He  Is  declared  legally  incompetent  or 
Insane  by  a  court  and  has  not  been  subse¬ 
quently  restored  to  legal  competency  or 
sanity  by  a  court; 

(5)  He  Is  dishonorably  discharged  from 
the  Louisiana  National  Guard  or  the  mili¬ 
tary  service  of  the  United  States  and  has  not 
been  reinstated; 

(6)  He  deserts  from  the  military  service  of 
the  United  States  or  the  militia  of  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  when  called  f(»1ii  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  or.  In  time  of  Invasion.  Insurrection, 
or  rebellion,  by  the  President  of  the  United 


States  and  has  not  returned  to  the  command 
from  which  he  deserted,  made  good  the  time 
lost  in  desertion,  and  served  out  the  term  of 
his  original  enlistment; 

(7)  He  becomes  an  Inmate  of  any  charita¬ 
ble  Institution,  except  the  Soldiers  Home  and 
the  United  States  Marine  Hospital  at  Car- 
vUle;  or 

(8)  He  loses  his  citizenship  In  the  United 
States  or  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  In 
municipal  elections  only.  If  he  Is  no  longer  a 
legal  resident  of  his  city  or  town.  Lom  of 
eligibility  to  vote  In  a  municipal  election 
because  of  change  of  such  residence  does 
not  result  In  loss  of  eligibility  In  any  other 
election. 

MISSISSIPPI 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  in 
elections  In  the  State  of  Mississippi  If: 

(1)  He  Is  no  longer  a  legal  resident  of  the 
State  of  Mississippi  or  the  election  district 
for  which  he  Is  listed; 

(2)  He  dies; 

(3)  He  Is  convicted  of  arson,  bigamy, 
bribery,  burglary,  ranbezzlement,  fmgery, 
obtaining  money  for  goods  under  false  pre¬ 
tenses,  perjury,  or  theft  and  has  not  had  his 
right  to  vote  restored  by  the  legislature; 

(4)  He  Is  declared  legally  Insane  by  a  court 
and  has  not  been  subsequently  declared 
legally  sane  or  competent  by  a  court;  or 

(5)  He  loses  his  citizenship  In  the  United 
States. 

A  person  loses  his  eligibility  to  vote  In 
municipal  elections  only.  If  he  (1)  Is  no 
longer  a  legal  resident  of  his  city  or  town,  or 
(2)  if  he  has,  within  two  years  before  the 
next  municipal  election,  been  convicted  with¬ 
in  the  municipality  of  violating  the  liquor 
laws  of  the  State  or  the  municipality,  or  (3) 
Is  at  the  time  of  the  munlclpcil  election  In 
default  for  taxes  due  the  mtmlclpallty  for 
the  two  preceding  years.  Loss  of  eligibility 
to  vote  In  a  municipal  election  because  of 
change  of  such  residence  or  such  conviction 
or  such  default  In  taxes  does  not  result  In 
loss  of  eligibility  in  any  other  election. 

Unitzo  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEALl  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FJt.  Doc.  6&-8498;  FUed,  Aug.  B,  1965; 
5:14  pjn.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[  25  CFR  Part  131  1 
COLORADO  RIVER  RESERVATION 
Leasing  and  Permitting 

Basis  and  purpose.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
by  sections  161,  463  and  465  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  (5  UJ3.C.  22;  25  U.S.C. 
2,  and  9) .  and  the  Act  of  April  30,  1964 
(78  Stat.  188),  it  is  propos^  to  amend 
§  131.18  of  Title  25,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  as  set  forth  below. 

The  purpose  of  this  change  is  to  im¬ 
plement  the  Act  of  April  30,  1964  (78 
Stat.  188) ,  “To  fix  the  beneficial  owner¬ 
ship  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reser- 
vs^on  located  in  the  States  of  Arizona 
and  California.”  This  act  became  effec¬ 
tive  pursuant  to  section  4  thereof  upon 
the  dismissal  by  the  Indian  Claims  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  petitions  of  the  Colorado 
River  Indian  Tribes  in  Dockets  185  and 
283-A  on  April  23,  1965. 

It  Is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
admendments  to  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  Washington,  D.C.,  20242,  within 
30  days  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Section  131.18  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§131.18  Colorado  River  Reservatimu 

The  Act  of  April  30, 1964  (78  Stat.  188) , 
fixed  the  beneficial  ownership  of  the 
Colorado  River  Reservation  in  the  Colo¬ 
rado  River  Indian  Tribes  of  the  Colorado 
River  Reservation  and  authorized  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  approve 
leases  of  said  lands  for  such  uses  and 
terms  as  are  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
August  9, 1955  (69  Stat.  539) ,  as  amended 
(25  UJS.C.  415,  et  seq.),  including  the 
same  uses  and  terms  as  are  permitted 
thereby  on  the  Agua  Caliente  (Palm 
Springs).  Dania,  Navajo,  and  Southern 
Ute  Reservations.  Regiilations  in  this 
Part  131  govern  leasing  under  the  Act 
of  August  9,  1955.  Therefore,  Part  131 
shall  also  govern  the  leasing  of  lands  on 
the  Colorado  River  Reservation:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  application  of  this 
Part  131  shall  not  extend  to  any  lands 
lying  west  of  the  present  course  of  the 
Colorado  River  and  south  of  section  25 
of  township  2  south,  range  23  east,  San 
Bernardino  base  and  meridian  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  shall  not  be  construed  to  af¬ 
fect  the  resolution  of  any  controversy 
over  the  location  of  the  boimdary  of  the 
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Colorado  River  Reservation;  Provided 
further.  That  any  of  the  described  lands 
in  California  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  131  when  and  if 
determined  to  be  within  the  reservation. 

Harrt  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  4.  1965. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-8364;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:46  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  987  1 

DOMESTIC  DATES  PRODUCED  OR 
PACKED  IN  DESIGNATED  AREA  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Free  and  Re¬ 
stricted  Percentages  and  With¬ 
holding  Factors  for  1965—66  Crop 
Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal  to 
establish,  for  the  1965-66  crop  year  be¬ 
ginning  August  1.  1965,  free  and  re¬ 
stricted  percentages  and  withholding 


factors  applicable  to  marketable  dates 
of  the  Deglet  Noor,  Zahidl,  Halawy,  and 
Khadrawy  varieties.  The  proposed  per¬ 
centages  and  withholding  factors  would 
be  established  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  987,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  987),  regulating 
the  handling  of  domestic  dates  produced 
or  packed  in  a  designated  area  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.8.C.  601-674).  The  pro¬ 
posal  was  unanimously  recommended  by 
the  Date  Administrative  Committee. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforesaid  proposal 
should  file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate, 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  n.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agnrlculture,  Ro<Hn  112,  Adininis- 
tration  Building,  Washington,  D.C., 
20250,  not  later  than  the  eighth  day  alter 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  All  written  sulHnlssions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  ln^;>ectlon  at 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Estimates  pertinent  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  such  proposed  percentages  and 
withholding  factors  are  as  follows: 


L  Uncertified  handler  carry-over  (July  31, 1965) _ 

2.  Production  of  marketable  dates  (1965-66  crop  year) _ 

3.  Total  available  supply  of  marketable  dates  subject  to  regula¬ 

tion _ _ _ _ _ _ 

4.  Trade  demand  • _ _ _ .... 

6.  Plus:  Desirable  handler  carry-over  (July  81, 1966).. . . 

6.  Leas:  Certified  handler  carry-over  (July  31,  1965)...... _ 

7.  Requirements  tor  free  dates . . 

8.  Marketable  dates  in  excess  of  requirements  for  tree  dates  (item 

3  minus  Item  7)... . . . . 


>  The  Date  Administrative  Committee  included  no  countries  other  than  the  United  States  and  Canada  in  tti 
determinati(Hi  of  trade  demand. 


Deglet 

Noor 

Zahidl 

j 

Hslswy 

Khsdrawy 

Tkoutand 

TTtousand 

Tkoiiiand 

Tkoutand 

poundt 

pound* 

pound* 

pound* 

11,569 

320 

6 

U 

29,500 

1,160 

160 

430 

41,060 

1,480 

166 

448 

26,000 

1,200 

200 

510 

12,500 

150 

10 

60 

7,663 

50 

42 

107 

30,837 

1,300 

168 

451 

10,232 

180 

(2) 

(9 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing  esti¬ 
mates,  free  and  restricted  percentages 
and  a  withholding  factor  for  Deglet  Noor 
dates  of  75.0  percent,  25.0  percent,  and 
33.3  percent,  respectively,  and  for  Zahidl 
dates  of  88.0  percent,  12.0  percent,  and 
13.6  percent,  respectively,  appear  to  be 
appropriate  for  the  1965-66  crop  year. 

For  the  Halawy  variety  and  also  the 
Khadrawy  variety,  the  estimated  total 
available  supply  of  marketable  dates 
subject  to  regulation  approximates  the 
estimated  requirements  for  free  dates.  A 
free  percentage  of  100  percent,  therefore, 
is  appropriate  for  each  variety. 

The  proposal  is  as  follows; 

§  987.213  Free  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages,  and  withholding  factors. 

The  various  free  percentages,  re¬ 
stricted  percentages,  and  withholding 
factors  applicable  to  marketable  dates 
of  each  variety  shall  be,  for  the  crop 


year  beginning  August  1. 1965,  and  end¬ 
ing  July  31.  1966,  as  follows:  (a)  Deglet 
Noor  variety  dates:  Free  percentage, 
75.0  percent;  restricted  percentage,  25.0 
percent;  and  withholding  factor,  33 J 
percent;  (b)  Zahidl  variety  dates:  Free 
piercentage,  88.0  percent:  restricted  per¬ 
centage.  12.0  percent;  and  withholding 
factor,  13.6  percent:  (c)  Halawy  va¬ 
riety  dates:  Free  percentage,  100  per¬ 
cent;  restricted  percentage,  0  percent; 
and  withholding  factor,  0  percent;  and 
(d)  Khadrawy  variety  dates:  Free  per¬ 
centage,  100  percent;  restricted  per¬ 
centage,  0  percent;  and  withholding 
factor.  0  percent. 

Dated:  August  4,  1965. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director. 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
[P.R.  Doe.  65-8398;  FUed.  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8;49  a.m.] 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


[  7  CFR  Part  1012  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-M7] 

milk  in  TAMPA  BAY  MARKETING 
AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Marketing 
Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937.  as  amended  (7  UJ3.C.  et  seq.).  and 
the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreemeiits  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  filing  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  a  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  In  the  Tampa  Bay 
marketing  area.  Interested  parties  may 
file  written  exceptions  to  this  declslMi 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  UB.  Department 
of  Agriculture.  Washington.  D.C..  20250, 
by  the  20th  daiy  after  publication  of  this 
decision  in  the  Fxdxxal  Reoistkr.  The 
exceptions  should  be  filed  In  quadrupli¬ 
cate.  All  written  submissions  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection  at  the  office  of 
the  Hear^  Clerk  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ). 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  were  formulated,  was 
conducted  at  Tampa,  Fla.,  on  March 
15-19,  1965,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof 
which  was  Issued  February  16.  1965  (30 
P.R.  2263). 

The  material  Issues  of  record  relate 
to; 

1.  Whether  the  handling  of  milk  In  the 
area  proposed  for  regulation  Is  in  the 
curre^  of  Interstate  or  foreign  c(»n- 
merce  or  directly  burdens,  obstructs  or 
affects  Interstate  or  forel^  commerce; 

2.  Whether  the  marketing  conditions 
show  the  need  for  the  issuance  of  a  milk 
marketing  agreement  or  order  which  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  policy  of  the  Act; 
and 

3.  If  an  order  Is  issued,  what  its  pro¬ 
visions  should  be  with  respect  to: 

(a)  The  scope  of  regul^on; 

(b)  The  classification  and  allocation 
of  milk; 

(c)  The  determination  and  level  of 
class  prices; 

(d)  Distribution  of  proceeds  to  pro¬ 
ducers;  and 

(e)  Administrative  provisions. 
Findings  and  conclusions.  The  f(^- 

lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  Issues  are  based  on  the  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof. 

1.  Character  of  commerce.  The  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  In  the  proposed  marketing 
area  is  In  the  cxnrent  of  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  and  directly  burdens,  obstructs 
and  affects  Interstate  commerce  In  milk 
and  milk  products. 

The  marketing  area  specified  In  the 
proposed  order,  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  the  “Tampa  Bay  marketing  area".  In¬ 
cludes  all  the  territory  within  the  Florida 


counties  of  Charlotte.  Collier.  De  Soto. 
Hardee.  Hernando,  Hlghlsmds,  Hills¬ 
borough.  Lee,  Manatee,  Pasco,  Pinellas, 
Polk,  and  Sarasota. 

The  production  of  milk  by  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  regularly  associated  with  the  above 
proposed  marketing  area  is  insufficient  to 
meet  handlers’  Class  I  milk  requirements 
throughout  the  year.  To  supplement 
the  local  supply,  milk  Is  imported  from 
as  far  away  as  Wisconsin  and  Iowa.  A 
Tennessee  supplier  Is  a  regular  source  of 
supplemental  milk  for  Tampa  handlers; 
this  milk  competes  directly  with  the  milk 
from  local  producers. 

Handlers  who  would  be  regulated  by 
the  proposed  order  imported  more  than 
17  million  poimds  of  milk  (about  five 
percent  of  their  total  receipts)  from  out- 
of-state  sources  In  1964.  This  milk  was 
shipped  from  at  least  seven  different 
states.  Moreover,  such  shipments  were 
not  of  a  sporadic  nature  but  were  re¬ 
ceived  in  every  month  during  the  year. 
The  same  was  true  in  1963. 

It  is  not  imcommon  for  handlers  In  the 
proposed  marketing  area  to  use  nonfat 
milk  solids  in  producing  such  Class  n 
products  as  buttermilk  and  chocolate 
drinks.  The  nonfat  milk  solids  used  In 
these  products  is  purchased  from  out-of- 
state  sources.  These  products  compete 
with  similar  milk  products  produced 
from  local  milk  supplies. 

The  market’s  requirements  for  such 
manufactured  products  as  butter  and 
cheese  come  almost  entirely  from  out- 
of-state  sources. 

2.  Need  for  an  order.  Marketing  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  Tampa  Bay  marketing 
area  Justify  the  issuance  of  a  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

There  is  no  over-all  plan  whereby 
farmers  supplying  milk  to  this  marketing 
area  are  assured  of  payment  for  their 
milk  in  accordance  with  Its  use.  In 
some  segments  of  the  area,  there  is  no 
procedure  whereby  farmers  may  partici¬ 
pate  In  price  determinations  necessary 
for  the  marketing  of  their  milk  which, 
because  of  its  perishability,  miist  be  de¬ 
livered  to  the  market  as  It  Is  produced. 

A  certain  amoimt  of  reserve  milk  in 
excess  of  the  actual  fiuld  sales  Is  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  an  adequate  supply  of 
milk  at  all  times.  Fluctuations  brought 
on  by  the  seasonal  nature  of  miiir  pro¬ 
duction  and  changes  in  demand  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  tourist  trade  in  the 
’Tampa  Bay  area  require  that  some  of 
the  Grade  A  milk  produced  for  the  mar¬ 
ket  be  disposed  of  in  manufacturing 
channels  at  certain  times  of  the  year. 

Milk  disposed  of  to  manufacturing  out¬ 
lets  returns  considerably  less  than  that 
marketed  for  fiuld  use.  Consequently,  a 
well  defined  and  uniformly  applied  plan 
of  use  classification,  with  the  proper  pric¬ 
ing  of  milk  In  such  uses,  is  necessary  to 
prevent  excess  milk  from  depressing  the 
market  price  of  all  Grade  A  milk.  To  be 
successful,  the  classlflcation  and  pasrment 
for  milk  In  accordance  with  Its  use  re¬ 
quires  the  participation  of  all  those  en¬ 
gaged  in  market!^  milk  in  this  market 
Orderly  marketing  of  the  milk  produced 
for  fiuld  consumption  requires  uniform¬ 
ity  of  pay  prices  by  hsmdlers  and  a  means 
whereby  both  the  higher  returns  from  the 
fluid  market  and  the  lower  returns  re¬ 


sulting  from  surplus  milk  may  be  shared 
equitably  by  producers. 

Until  December  1964, 12  of  the  13  coun¬ 
ties  proposed  to  be  included  in  the  Tampa 
Bay  order  were  regulated  under  an  order 
of  the  Florida  Milk  Commission.  For 
several  years,  the  State  order  reg\ilated 
milk  handling  in  a  way  which  was  satis¬ 
factory  to  dairy  farmers  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties.  However,  in  April  1964,  a 
ruling  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  limited  the  State’s  ability 
to  regulate  marketing  conditions  in  the 
Tampa  Bay  market. 

Indicative  of  instability  in  the  Tampa 
Bay  market  are  the  abnormal  fiuctua- 
tions  in  the  stated  Class  I  prices  since 
early  1964.  From  January  to  September 
1964,  the  Florida  Milk  Commission’s  an¬ 
nounced  Class  I  price  for  the  Tampa  Bay 
area  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat 
dropped  from  $6.71  to  $6.02. 

The  Florida  Milk  Commission’s  mini¬ 
mum  price  regulations  were  discontinued 
in  December  1964.  Since  that  time,  some 
producers  and  handlers  have  used  a  $6.02 
Class  1  price  and  a  $5.45  price  for  Class  I 
sales  to  military  installations  as  a  basis 
for  negotiations.  However,  not  aU  milk 
in  the  market  is  covered  by  such  nego¬ 
tiations. 

The  stated  Class  I  prices  in  the  Tampa 
Bay  area  are  imcertain  since  producers 
have  no  assurance  of  how  they  will  share 
in  the  Class  I  utilizations  of  the  handlers 
wluHn  they  supply.  The  utilizations  on 
which  handlers  pay  their  producers  are 
not  audited  or  otherwise  verified.  More¬ 
over,  there  is  uncertainty  among  pro¬ 
ducers  as  to  the  utilization  assigned  their 
deliveries  vis-a-vis  milk  obtained  from 
other  sources. 

After  the  State’s  minimum  price  regu¬ 
lations  were  discontinued  in  Dec^ber 
1964,  Independent  Dairy  Farmer’s  As¬ 
sociation  (the  principal  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  in  the  ma^et)  attempted  to 
maintain  a  d^ree  ot  market  stability. 
However,  its  efforts  met  with  only  lim¬ 
ited  success.  Some  handlers  refused  to 
negotiate  with  the  cooperative.  Others 
obstructed  the  cooperative’s  efforts  to 
shift  the  deliveries  of  its  members  from 
plants  utilizing  such  deliveries  fm  manu¬ 
facturing  purposes  to  plants  where 
higher  priced  utilizations  could  be  ob¬ 
tained.  One  handler  assigned  the  milk 
of  producer-raembers  of  the  cooperative 
to  his  Class  m  uses  while  using  powder 
and  condensed  milk  to  produce  Class  n 
products. 

In  recent  months,  individual  dairy 
farmers  have  been  subject  to  continual 
harassment.  A  number  of  farmers,  on 
short  notice,  lost  the  regular  market  for 
their  milk.  Others  were  threatened 
with  the  loss  of  their  market.  A  dairy 
farmer  who  was  active  in  organizing, 
and  was  an  officer  of,  the  Independent 
Dairy  Farmer’s  Association,  was  noti¬ 
fied  by  the  handler  taking  his  milk  that 
such  milk  would  not  be  needed  after  a 
specified  date.  ’The  only  apparent  rea¬ 
son  for  the  loss  of  his  market  was  his 
association  with  the  cooperative. 

Another  handler  discontinued  receiv¬ 
ing  milk  from  all  members  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Dairy  Farmer’s  Association  on 
December  31,  1964,  when  the  members 
notified  the  handler  that  the  cooperative 
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would  thereafter  be  their  marketliig 
agent.  From  the  date  of  termination, 
the  cooperative  has  been  marketing  their 
milk  at  other  handlers’  plants. 

The  problems  of  xinstable  marketing 
encountered  by  producers  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  area  are  not  uncommon 
in  fluid  milk  markets  where  there  is  no 
overall  program  for  effectively  regulat¬ 
ing  producer  milk  supplies.  Production 
of  high  quality  milk  in  Florida  requires 
a  substantial  investment.  The  present 
unstable  marketing  conditions  could  dis¬ 
courage  continuation  of  Uie  necessary 
production  resources  and  thereby  seri¬ 
ously  threaten  the  malntoiance  of  an 
adequate  supply  of  milk  for  the  market. 
A  Federal  order  establishing  class  prices 
at  reasonable  levels  with  a  marketwide 
pool  for  distributing  retimis  to  pro¬ 
ducers  will  provide  the  needed  market 
stability. 

There  is  now  a  lack  of  detailed  market 
information  relative  to  procurement  of 
milk  and  disposition  of  milk  throughout 
the  marketing  area.  Such  information 
is  essential  to  the  effectuation  of  orderly 
marketing.  The  institution  of  Federal 
milk  order  regulation  will  provide  the 
basis  for  complete  information  on  re¬ 
ceipts  and  utilization  of  milk. 

A  marketing  agreement  and  order  for 
the  Tampa  Bay  marketing  area  as  herein 
proposed  would  contribute  substantisdly 
to  the  improvement  of  many  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  complained  of  by  producers  and 
would  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act.  A  classlfled  pricing 
plan  based  on  the  audited  utilization  of 
handlers  woiild  provide  a  uniform  system 
of  minimum  prices  to  handlers  for  milk 
purchased  from  producers  and  a  fair 
division  among  all  producers  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  of  their  milk.  The 
procedures  required  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  woiild  afford 
all  interested  parties  the  opportunity  to 
take  part  in  determining  through  public 
hearing  what  assistance  the  marketing 
system  requires  in  order  to  insure  an 
orderly  market. 

3(a).  Scope  of  regvJation.  It  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  designate  clearly  what  milk  and 
which  persons  would  be  subject  to  the 
various  provisions  of  the  order.  This  is 
accomplished  1^  providing  speclfled  def¬ 
initions  to  describe  the  area  involved, 
and  to  describe  the  category  of  persons, 
plants  and  milk  products  to  which  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  order  relate. 

Marketing  area.  The  Tampa  Bay 
marketing  area  should  include  all  the 
territory  within  the  Florida  counties  of 
Charlotte,  Collier,  De  Soto,  Hardee. 
Hernando,  Highlands,  Hillsborough,  Lee, 
Manatee,  Pasco,  Pinellas,  Polk,  and 
Sarasota. 

'The  1960  Census  population  of  the  con¬ 
tiguous  13-county  area  proposed  to  be 
regulated  was  1,290,000.  The  population 
of  Tampa  and  St.  Petersburg,  the  largest 
cities  in  the  proposed  area,  was  then  275 
thousand  and  181  thousand,  respectively. 
Other  principal  cities  and  their  1960  pop¬ 
ulations  include  Lakeland  (41,000), 
Clearwater  (35,000),  Sarasota  (34,000), 
Fort  Myers  (23,000),  and  Bradenton 
(19,000). 

Because  a  significant  portion  of  the 
sales  of  fluid  milk  by  handlers  who  wotild 


be  regulated  ts  in  relatively  rural  com- 
m\inities  and  because  of  the  substantial 
population  immediately  surrounding  the 
various  cities.  It  is  important  that  the 
marketing  area  be  defined  on  a  county 
boimdary  basis  rather  than  on  the  basis 
of  city  teimdaries. 

More  than  half  of  the  total  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  marketing  area  is  in 
Hillsborough  and  Pinellas  Counties,  in 
which  are  located  the  cities  of  Tampa 
and  St.  Petersburg,  respectively.  Most 
of  the  larger  handlers  who  would  be  reg¬ 
ulated  by  the  proposed  order  have  their 
plants  in  these  counties  and  have  route 
distribution  throughout  the  proposed 
marketing  area. 

The  13-coimty  marketing  area  was 
proposed  by  the  Independent  Dairy 
Farmer’s  As^iation  on  behalf  of  its  103 
members  in  the  Tampa  Bay  area  and  by 
six  proprietary  handlers.  The  13-ooimty 
area  also  was  supported  by  an  operating 
cooi)eratlve  (Land  O’Sun  Producers, 
Inc.)  with  11  producer  members  deliver¬ 
ing  to  its  distributing  plant  in  Sarasota. 
Of  the  approximately  160  producers  sup¬ 
plying  handlers  who  would  be  regulated 
by  the  proposed  order,  90  percent  (144) 
ship  to  the  plants  of  the  six  handlers  and 
the  cooperative  at  Sarasota. 

Approximately  15  handlers  (including 
producer-handlers)  have  route  distribu¬ 
tion  in  the  proiMsed  marketing  area. 
Total  route  distribution  by  these  han¬ 
dlers  is  about  25  million  pounds  monthly. 

ITie  route  distribution  of  handlers  to 
be  regulated  is  confined  almost  entirely 
to  the  13-county  area.  One  handler,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Polk  Coimty,  distributes  25  per¬ 
cent  of  his  total  sales  in  Polk  County,  45 
percent  in  the  remaining  12  counties 
which  nmke  up  the  proposed  marketing 
area  and  25  percent  outside  the  proposed 
area. 

One  handler  located  outside  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  has  minor  route  distribution 
in  Hernando '  County.  However,  the 
handler’s  In-area  distribution  is  less 
than  one  percent  of  his  total  route  dis¬ 
tribution  and  as  such  would  not  subject 
his  plsmt  to  full  regulation  by  the  order. 

The  seven  handlers  who  supported  the 
13-county  marketing  area  account  by 
far  for  the  largest  proportion  of  all  fluid 
sales  in  such  area.  One  of  these  han¬ 
dlers  with  a  plant  at  St.  Petersburg  has 
route  distribution  in  all  13  coimties. 
Two  other  handlers  also  distribute  milk 
in  each  of  the  13  counties  but  their  route 
distribution  in  the  four  southern  coun¬ 
ties  of  Charlotte,  Collier,  De  Soto,  and 
Lee  is  from  their  Miami  plants,  which 
are  regulated  by  the  Southeastern  Flor¬ 
ida  order. 

Inclusion  of  specified  segments  of  the 
proposed  marketing  area  was  opposed 
by  a  representative  of  a  cooperative 
whose  members  deliver  to  plants  in 
Bradenton  and  St.  Petersburg,  and  on 
behalf  of  the  six  dairy  farmers  deliver¬ 
ing  to  a  plant  located  at  Fort  Myers. 
The  cooperative’s  representatives  re¬ 
quested  that  any  marketing  area  be 
limited  to  Hernando,  Pasco,  Pinellas, 
Polk  and  the  portion  of  Hillsborough 
County  which  includes  the  Tampa 
metropolitan  area.  The  latter  witness 
asked  that  the  four  southern  counties  of 
Charlotte,  Collier,  De  Soto,  and  Lee  not 


be  included  in  the  marketing  area.  This 
would  result  in  excluding  from  regula¬ 
tion  a  plant  in  Bradenton  and  the  plant 
in  Fort  Myers. 

The  Fort  Myers  handler  has  no  dis¬ 
tribution  in  De  Soto  Coimty  but  com¬ 
petes  in  Charlotte,  Collier,  and  Lee 
Coimties  with  Southeastern  Florida 
order  handlers  and  with  handlers  who 
would  be  regulated  under  this  order  by 
virtue  of  their  sales  in  Hillsborough  and 
Pinellas  Counties.  Substantially  more 
than  half  of  the  sales  in  the  four- 
county  area  is  from  Miami  and  ’Tampa 
plants.  Although  about  one-third  of 
the  sales  in  the  four-county  area  is  from 
handlers’  plants  regulated  by  the  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  order,  these  sales  have 
been  made  in  the  past  from  such  han¬ 
dlers’  Tampa  plants.  Fort  Myers  is  ap¬ 
proximately  25  miles  nearer  Tampa  than 
it  is  to  Miami.  With  Federal  orders 
effective  in  both  Miami  and  Tampa,  it  is 
likely  that  the  Fort  Myers  suua  will  s«ain 
be  served  primarily  from  the  Tampa  Bay 
market. 

’The  handler  at  Bradenton  competes 
only  with  handlers  who  would  be  regu¬ 
late  because  of  their  sales  in  the  St 
Petersburg  and  ’Tampa  areas.  ’These 
latter  handlers  are  the  principal  distribu¬ 
tors  throughout  the  area  in  which  they 
compete  with  the  Bradenton  handler. 
To  exclude  the  Bradenton  handler  from 
regulation  but  regulate  the  handlers 
with  whom  he  competes  would  give  him 
an  unjustifiable  cwnpetitive  advantage. 

The  13-coimty  area  forms  a  single  area 
in  which  handlers  compete  for  milk  sales 
and  it  would  be  inappropriate  to  exclude 
any  part  of  such  area  from  the  Tampa 
Bay  maiireting  area. 

All  producer  milk  received  at  regulated 
plants  must  be  made  subject  to  classified 
pricing  imder  the  order  regardless  of 
whether  it  is  disposed  of  within  or  out¬ 
side  the  marireti^  area.  Otherwise,  the 
effect  of  the  order  would  be  nullified 
and  the  orderly  msuketing  process  would 
be  Jeopardized. 

If  only  a  pool  handler’s  “in-area”  sales 
were  subject  to  classification,  pricing  and 
pooling,  a  regulated  handler  with  Class  I 
sales  bc^  inside  smd  outside  the  msu-ket* 
ing  area  could  assign  any  value  he  chose 
to  his  outside  sales.  He  thereby  could 
reduce  the  average  cost  of  all  his  Class 
I  milk  below  that  of  other  regulated  han¬ 
dlers  having  sJl,  or  substantially  all,  of 
their  Cfiass  I  sales  within  the  msurketing 
area.  Unless  all  milk  of  such  a  handler 
were  fully  regulated  under  the  order,  he 
in  effect  would  not  be  subject  to  effective 
price  regulation.  The  al^nce  of  effec¬ 
tive  classification,  pricing  and  pooling  of 
such  milk  would  disrupt  orderly  market¬ 
ing  conditions  within  the  regulated  mar¬ 
keting  area  and  could  lead  to  a  complete 
breakdown  of  the  order.  If  a  pool  han¬ 
dler  were  free  to  value  a  portion  of  his 
milk  at  any  price  he  chooses,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  enforce  imlform  prices 
to  all  fully  regulated  handlers  or  a  uni¬ 
form  basis  of  pasment  to  the  producers 
who  supply  the  market. 

It  is  essential,  therefore,  that  the  order 
price  all  the  producer  milk  received  at 
a  pool  plant  regardless  of  the  point  of 
dlspoeition.  Further,  the  level  of  class 
price  should  be  Identical  on  Class  I  sales 
inside  and  outside  the  marketing  area. 
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Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 

The  essentials  of  the  classified  pricing 
plan  for  the  Tampa  Bay  order,  and  gen¬ 
erally  applicable  to  all  Federal  orders 
issued  by  the  Secretary,  are  to  establish 
one  level  of  price  to  be  paid  by  handlers 
for  milk  which  is  sold  as  milk  or  specified 
milk  products  for  fiuid  consumption  and 
other  prices  for  the  necessary  surplus  of 
the  market  which  is  disposed  of  in  lower 
valued  fiuid  products  and  in  manufac¬ 
tured  products. 

It  is  necessary  that  the  class  prices  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  Tampa  Bay  order  be 
established  at  levels  which  will  bring 
forth  a  sufficient  supply  to  meet  the 
demands  of  milk  for  the  particular  mar¬ 
keting  area  but  not  necessarily  to  fulfill 
the  reQulrements  of  outside  markets. 
Nevertheless,  handlers  who  are  regu¬ 
lated  by  virtue  of  their  sales  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  may  have  varying  propor¬ 
tions  of  their  sales  outside  the  regulated 
area.  This  is  a  situation  normally  un¬ 
avoidable  even  In  the  establishment  of  a 
new  marketing  area.  Sales  areas  of 
regulated  and  unregulated  handlers  may 
overlap,  and  it  would  be  rarely  possible, 
if  at  all,  to  find  a  line  of  demarcation 
around  an  entire  marketing  area  such 
that  no  overlapping  occiirs.  Other  con¬ 
siderations  in  establishment  of  a  mar¬ 
keting  area  may  also  preclude  inclusion 
of  all  sales  areas  of  fully  regiilated  han¬ 
dlers. 

The  problem  of  establishing  a  price  to 
supply  adequately  the  msu-keting  su'ea  is 
thus  affected  by  the  activity  of  handlers 
in  selling  milk  outside  the  regulated  area 
and  in  procuring  milk  for  such  sales. 
There  is  no  basis  in  this  price  determi¬ 
nation  for  discrimination  between  milk 
sold  inside  and  outside  the  marketing 
area.  The  milk  sold  outside  by  a  regu¬ 
lated  plant  is  processed  in  the  same  plant 
and  is  produced  under  similar  condi¬ 
tions  as  milk  sold  in  the  marketing  area. 
Thus,  the  milk  moving  through  the  regu¬ 
lated  handler’s  plant,  whether  it  is  sold 
inside  or  outside  the  marketing  area,  is 
part  of  the  same  supply  and  demand  sit¬ 
uation  upon  which  proper  price  level  de¬ 
termination  must  be  made. 

If  the  price  to  farmers  were  higher  for 
milk  sold  inside  than  for  milk  sold  out¬ 
side  the  marketing  area,  returns  for  dis¬ 
position  in  the  area  would  be  bearing  the 
greater  biirden  of  providing  the  incen¬ 
tive  for  milk  production  for  both.  To 
the  extent  such  discrimination  in  pricing 
at  the  prociu^ment  level  is  refiected  in 
higher  prices  to  consumers  Inside  than 
outside  the  marketing  area  consumers  in 
the  marketing  area  will  be  subsidizing 
consumers  outside  the  marketing  area. 

Further,  it  is  not  intended  that  Fed¬ 
eral  regulation  be  susceptible  of  manipu¬ 
lation  to  permit  the  use  of  adjacent  out¬ 
side  markets  as  a  dumping  ground  for 
milk  in  excess  of  a  market’s  needs.  The 
fixing  of  a  lower  price  for  milk  sold  in 
other  markets  could  have  a  depressing 
effect  on  the  price  paid  farmers  by  un¬ 
regulated  distributors  in  such  markets. 
Such  action  would  tend  to  lower  blended 
returns  to  dairy  farmers  supplying  the 
unregulated  handlers. 

In  the  course  of  the  operation  of  an 
order,  the  question  may  arise  us  to 
whether  piers,  docks,  wharves  and  any 
territory  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
designated  marketing  area  which  is  occu¬ 


pied  by  Oovernment  (Municipal.  State, 
or  Federal)  reservations.  Installations, 
institutions,  or  other  establishments  shall 
be  considered  as  within  the  maiicetlng 
area.  A  proposal  was  made  to  include 
in  the  order  sales  by  a  handler  in  any 
such  territory  or  to  any  such  agency. 
’These  facilities  constitute  regffiar  outlets 
for  milk  by  handlers  to  be  regulated  and 
no  evidence  was  presented  at  the  hearing 
which  would  justify  th^  exemption.  So 
that  there  will  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  or  the  intent  of  the  application 
of  the  marketing  area  definition  in  the 
proposed  order,  it  should  be  indicated 
that  the  designated  counties  in  the  rec¬ 
ommended  Tampa  Bay  marketing  area 
shall  include  all  piers,  docks,  and  wharves 
connected  therewith  and  any  territory 
wholly  or  partly  within  the  area  which 
is  occupied  by  Oovernment  (Municipal, 
State,  or  Federal)  reservations,  installa¬ 
tions,  Institutions  or  other  establish¬ 
ments. 

Definition  of  plants.  Essential  to  the 
operation  of  a  market-wide  pool  is  the 
establishment  of  minimum  performance 
requirements  to  distinguish  between 
those  plants  substantially  engaged  in 
serving  the  fiuid  needs  of  the  order  mar¬ 
ket  and  those  plants  which  do  not  serve 
the  market  in  a  way.  or  to  a  degree,  that 
warrants  their  sharing  (by  being  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  market  pool)  in  the  market 
average  utilization  of  Class  I  milk.  Such 
distinction  is  necessary;  otherwise,  the 
{HTOceeds  of  the  higher  Class  I  price 
would  be  dissipated  by  including  in  the 
market  pool  additional  quantities  of  milk 
which  were  acquired  by  handlers  pri¬ 
marily  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
Such  dissipated  proceeds  could  accrue  to 
the  benefit  of  producers  supplsdng  milk 
to  handlers  who  do  not  regularly  or  de¬ 
pendably  furnish  the  fiuid  milk  needs  of 
consumers  in  the  marketing  area.  Un¬ 
less  adequate  standards  of  marketing 
performance  are  provided  to  determine 
which  milk  and  plants  will  participate 
fully  in  the  market  pool  funds,  the  \mi- 
form  price  of  the  market  could  be  de¬ 
pressed  to  ttie  poifit  that  it  would  not 
serve  its  fimction  of  attracting  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  milk  for  the  fiuid  needs 
of  the  market  without  a  Class  I  price 
higher  than  otherwise  would  be  neces¬ 
sary. 

Since  Class  I  price  increases  are  gen¬ 
erally  passed  on  to  the  public,  such  price 
increases  necessitated  solely  because  of 
inadequate  i>erformance  standards  for 
regulation  wotild  be  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  Therefore,  in  order  to  share 
in  market  pool  funds,  it  is  essential  that 
plant  operators  perform  marketing 
functions  (i.e.,  deliver  milk  to  market  in 
specified  amoimts  or  proportions)  which 
contribute  to  providing  adequate  and 
dependable  market  supplies.  The  mar¬ 
keting  performance  standards  are  essen¬ 
tial  provisions  of  a  milk  order  if  it  is 
to  attain  the  statutory  purpose  of  as¬ 
suring  adequate  supplies  of  milk  in  the 
most  economical  manner  and  in  a  way 
that  best  serves  the  public  Interest.  The 
marketing  performance  standards  also 
minimize  the  effects  of  regulation  on 
handlers  who  have  only  a  minor  propor¬ 
tion  of  their  distribution  in  the  regu¬ 
lated  market.  They  do  this  by  exempt¬ 
ing  such  handlers  from  full  regulation. 


Any  plant,  wherever  located,  may  be¬ 
come  a  pool  plant  if  it  meets  the  mar¬ 
keting  performance  standards  for  regu¬ 
lation  which  at  any  time  are  equal  for 
all  plants  performing  the  same  function. 
The  performance  standards  for  regula¬ 
tion  of  a  plant  are  an  essential  means  of 
assuring  the  regulated  market  of  ade¬ 
quate  and  dependable  supplies  of  milk. 
It  should  be  emphasized  that  these  per¬ 
formance  standards  do  not  impede  the 
shipment  of  milk  to  regiilated  markets. 
Qiiite  the  contrary,  because  they  re¬ 
quire  milk  to  be  shipped  to  the  market 
in  order  to  share  in  the  market  pool 
funds,  they  encourage  milk  shipments 
for  Class  I  use  which  otherwise  might 
not  be  made.  This  incentive  is  achieved 
by  preventing  plants  which  do  not  ship 
milk  in  accordance  with  the  prescribed 
standards  frcHn  sharing  in  the  pool  fimd. 
The  performance  standards  are  thus  the 
(^posite  of  a  barrier  to  the  shipment  of 
milk  to  the  market. 

Because  of  the  differ^ce  in  marketing 
practices  and  functions  betwe^  distrib¬ 
uting  plants  and  supply  i^nts,  separate 
performance  standards  have  been  pro¬ 
vided  for  them.  A  “distributing  plant’’ 
would  be  defined  as  a  plant  approved  by 
an  appropriate  health  authority  for  the 
processing  or  packaging  of  Grade  A 
milk  and  from  which  any  fiuid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  is  disposed  of  during  the  month  in 
the  marketing  area  on  routes. 

In  order  to  qualify  as  a  pool  plant,  a 
distributing  plant  should  be  required  to 
dispose  of  on  routes  in  the  marketing 
area  not  less  than  10  percent  of  its  total 
receipts  of  Grade  A  fluid  milk  products. 

It  is  contemplated  that  only  plants 
primarily  engaged  in  route  distribution 
of  fluid  milk  products  should  be  qualified 
as  pool  plants  under  this  definition.  To 
preserve  this  distinction,  a  further  con¬ 
dition  should  be  placed  on  distributing 
plants.  This  is  that  its  total  route  dis¬ 
tribution  of  Class  I  milk  during  the 
month,  both  inside  and  outside  the  mar¬ 
keting  area,  must  be  at  least  50  percent 
of  its  receipts  of  Grade  A  milk  from 
dairy  farmers  and  frexn  other  plants. 
Any  plant  which  does  not  qualify  on  this 
basis  should  be  deemed  to  be  primarily 
a  supply  plant  and  its  pool  status  judged 
by  the  standards  applied  to  such  plants. 

A  plant  from  which  milk  for  CHass  I 
uses  is  distributed  regularly  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  under  normal  circumstances 
may  be  expected  to  di^;x>se  of  its  milk  in 
such  a  way  as  to  exce^  by  a  reasonable 
margin  the  minimum  performance 
standards  necessary  to  qualify  as  a  pool 
plant.  There  may  be  from  time  to  time 
plants  supplying  milk  to  the  marketing 
area  which  would  not  qualify  for  pool 
status.  Such  plants  shc^d  be  required 
to  file  reports,  make  available  their  rec¬ 
ords  for  audit  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor.  and  be  subject  to  payment  alter¬ 
natives  hereinafter  discussed  if  they  are 
not  fully  subject  to  regulation. 

Hie  proponent  cooperative  would  base 
the  computation  of  the  50  percent  Clas$ 
I  requirement  for  distributing  plants 
upon  receipts  from  dairy  farmers  only, 
rather  than  upon  dairy  farmer  receipts 
and  receipts  from  other  plants.  If  re¬ 
ceipts  from  other  plants  were  excluded 
in  the  determination  of  a  distributing 
plant’s  association  with  the  market,  the 
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posssibility  that  such  a  plant  might  be. 
or  become,  dependent  upon  supply  plant 
soiirces  for  most  or  all  its  supply  of 
Grade  A  milk  would  not  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

The  proponent  cooperative  proposed 
also  that  a  distributing  plant  meeting  the 
50  percent  total  Class  I  requirement 
would  be  a  pool  plant  in  any  month  in 
which  its  marketing  area  distribution 
was  10  percent  of  its  total  Class  I  sales. 
This  could  mean  that  a  distributing 
plant  could  be  included  in  the  pool  with 
as  little  as  five  percent  of  its  receipts  dis¬ 
posed  of  in  the  marketing  area.  Such 
a  n(»ninal  percentage  of  receipts  disposed 
of  in  the  area  does  not  represent  a  suf¬ 
ficient  association  with  the  market  under 
present  circmnstances  to  warrant  the 
I>ooling  of  all  milk  received  at  such  plant. 

“Supply  plant"  is  the  other  plant 
category  for  which  standards  for  pool¬ 
ing  must  be  provided.  A  supply  plant 
would  be  defined  to  mean  a  plant  from 
which  a  fluid  milk  product  acceptable 
to  the  appropriate  health  authority  for 
distribution  in  the  marketing  area  as 
Grade  A  is  shipped  during  the  month  to 
a  pool  plant. 

To  qualify  for  pool  plant  status,  a 
supply  plant  should  ship  to  distribut¬ 
ing  plants  which  are  pool  plants  at 
least  50  percent  of  its  receipts  of  milk 
from  dal^  farmers  in  any  month  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk  products.  A  plant  thus 
'shipping  the  major  portion  of  its  receipts 
from  dairy  farmers  to  regulated  distrib¬ 
uting  plants  is  making  a  substantial 
contribution  toward  providing  an  ade¬ 
quate  suf^ly  for  the  market  and  hence 
may  reasonably  be  considered  as  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  the  fluid  milk  supply  for 
the  market.  A  supply  plant  from  which 
a  proportionately  lesser  quantity  of  milk 
is  disposed  of  in  this  manner  should  not. 
under  present  conditions,  be  considered 
as  contributing  sufBclently  to  the  market 
supply  to  share  in  the  pool  funds. 

At  the  present  time,  there  are  no  sup¬ 
ply  plants  regularly  serving  the  Tampa 
Bay  mfurket,  and  it  is  not  likely  that 
there  will  be  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
However,  provision  should  be  made  so 
that  it  will  be  possible  for  a  supply 
plant  to  participate  in  the  pool  should 
there  be  a  regular  and  continuing  need 
for  supply  plant  milk  in  the  future. 

Handlers  proposed  that  the  pool  plant 
definition  not  include  any  part  of  a  plant 
in  which  the  operations  are  separated 
by  a  wall  or  partition  from  the  part  in 
which  producer  milk  is  handled.  The 
record  does  not  show  that  any  plant  is 
so  constructed  and  operated  in  the 
Tampa  Bay  market;  neither  does  it  show 
that  such  a  provision  could  serve  any 
useful  purpose  in  this  market  where 
manufacturing  operations  in  handlers’ 
plants  are  either  extremely  limited  or 
non-existent.  Accordingly,  the  provi¬ 
sion  need  not  be  included  in  the  order 
at  this  time. 

Some  milk  may  be  distributed  in  the 
marketing  area  from  plants  which  are 
fully  subject  to  the  classification  and 
pricing  provisions  of  other  Federal  milk 
orders.  It  is  not  necessary  to  extend  full 
regiilation  under  an  order  to  such  plants 
which  dispose  of  a  major  portion  of  their 
receipts  in  another  regulated  market. 


To  do  so  would  subject  such  plants  to 
duplicate  regulation.  However,  in  order 
that  the  market  administrator  may  be 
fully  apprised  of  the  continuing  status 
of  such  a  plant,  the  operator  thereof 
should,  with  respect  to  the  total  receipts 
and  utilization  or  di^>osition  of  skim 
milk  and  butterf  at  at  the  plant,  make  re¬ 
ports  to  the  market  administrator  at 
such  time  and  in  such  manner  as  the 
market  administrator  may  require  and 
allow  verification  of  such  reports  by  the 
market  administrator. 

Handler.  The  primary  impact  of  reg¬ 
ulation  under  an  order  is  on  handlers. 

A  handler  definition  is  necessary  to 
identify  those  individuals  from  whom  the 
market  administrator  must  receive  re¬ 
ports,  or  who  have  financial  responsi¬ 
bility  for  payment  for  milk  in  accordance 
with  its  classified  use  value.  As  herein 
provided,  the  definition  includes  (a) 
persons  operating  pool  plants;  (b)  a  per¬ 
son  operating  a  partially  regulated  dis¬ 
tributing  plant;  (c)  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  with  respect  to  producer  milk 
diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a  nonpool 
plant  for  its  account;  (d)  a  person  in  his 
capacity  as  the  operator  of  an  other  or¬ 
der  plant;  and  (e)  a  producer-handler. 

The  handler  ‘who  receives  the  milk 
from  producers  is  held  responsible  under 
the  terms  of  the  order  for  reporting  re¬ 
ceipts  and  utilization  of  such  milk  and 
for  proper  pasnnent  to  producers  and  to 
the  pool.  Inclusion  in  the  handler  defi¬ 
nition  of  the  operator  of  any  partially 
regulated  distributing  plant  is  necessary 
in  order  that  the  market  administrator 
may  require  reports  to  determine  the 
continuing  status  of  such  individual  and 
the  extent  of  his  obligation,  if  any,  to  the 
producer-settlement  fund. 

The  principal  cooperative  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  assumes  the  responsibility  of  bal¬ 
ancing  supplies  among  various  handlers. 
Other  cooperatives  might  well  assume 
this  responsibility  in  the  future.  Milk 
not  needed  for  fluid  uses  generally  can  be 
most  economically  handled  by  diversion 
directly  to  manufacturing  plants.  To 
facilitate  such  handling,  a  cooperative  is 
accorded  handler  status  for  milk  which 
it  causes  to  be  diverted  to  nonpool  plants 
for  its  accoimt. 

Producer-handler.  Producer-handler 
should  be  defined  as  any  person  who: 

(a)  Operates  a  dairy  farm  and  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  from  which  the  Class  I 
disposition  (except  that  represented  by 
nonfat  solids  used  in  the  fortification  of 
fluid  milk  products)  is  entirely  from  his 
own  farm  production ; 

(b)  Receives  no  fluid  milk  products 
from  sources  other  than  his  own  farm 
production; 

(c)  Disposes  of  no  Class  n  products 
except  those  produced  in  his  own  plant 
or  received  from  pool  plants;  and 

(d)  Provides  proof  satisfactory  to  the 
market  administrator  that  the  care  and 
management  of  the  dairy  animals  and 
other  resources  necessary  to  produce  all 
fluid  milk  products  handled  and  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  processing  and  packaging 
business  are  his  personal  enterprise  and 
risk. 

'The  order  is  not  intended  to  establish 
minimum  prices  for  producer-handlers, 
but  they  should  be  required  to  make  re¬ 


ports  to  the  market  administrator.  Such 
reports  are  necessary  to  determine 
whether  the  operator  continues  to  meet 
the  producer-handler  definition. 

The  exonption  from  pricing  and  pool¬ 
ing  of  a  producer-handler  should  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  ^na  fide  producer-handlers,  it 
is  appropriate,  therefore,  to  provide  that 
to  maintain  producer-handler  status,  the 
maintenance,  care  and  management  of 
the  dairy  animals  and  other  resources 
necessary  to  produce  milk  and  the  proc¬ 
essing.  packaging  and  distribution  of 
milk  shall  be  the  personal  enterprise  and 
risk  of  the  person  involved.  The  term 
producer-handler  is  not  intended  to  in¬ 
clude  any  person  who  does  not  accept  the 
responsibility  and  risk  for  the  operation 
of  the  plant  in  which  the  milk  of  his  own 
production  is  processed  and  bottled  for 
sale. 

Exemption  from  regulation  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  must  be  limited  to  those 
persons  whose  own  farm  production  it 
the  sole  source  of  their  Clsiss  I  disposi¬ 
tion  (except  nonfat  solids  used  to  forti^ 
Class  I  products).  To  permit  them  to 
purchase  fluid  milk  products  from  other 
sources  without  becoming  fully  regulated 
would  give  them  an  imwsuranted  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  over  other  handlers 
in  the  market.  This  is  so  because  the; 
would  be  able  to  retain  the  full  value  of 
their  Class  I  sales  for  themselves  without 
assuming  the  burden  of  their  own  sur¬ 
plus.  However,  as  long  as  they  produce 
their  own  Class  I  needs  and  the  neces¬ 
sary  reserves  and  handle  their  own  ex¬ 
cess  production,  producer-handlers  win 
not  have  a  significant  advantage  over 
regulated  handlers  imder  present  mar¬ 
keting  conditions. 

The  attached  order  provides  that  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  may  receive  Class  n 
products  (hereinafter  defined)  from  pool 
plants  and  still  maintain  exempt  status. 
Products  included  in  Class  n  may  be 
made  from  milk  or  milk  products  not 
subject  to  the  health  standards  for  fluid 
milk  products.  Concentrated  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  from  outside  sources  are  the  princi¬ 
pal  source  of  CHass  n  products  when  local 
milk  production  is  insufflcient  for  sucb 
uses.  The  Class  n  clsmsiflcation  will 
represent  a  small  proportion  of  handlers’ 
fluid  sales  since  it  will  not  include  such 
major  items  as  milk,  flavored  milk  or 
skim  milk.  Permitting  producer-han¬ 
dlers  to  purchase  such  products  from 
pool  plants  is  a  reasonable  allowanct 
under  present  marketing  conditions. 

Any  milk  which  a  regulated  handler 
receives  from  a  producer-handler  would 
be  other  source  milk  and,  therefore, 
would  be  sdlocated  to  the  lowest  use  clas¬ 
sification  after  the  allocation  of  shrink¬ 
age  on  producer  milk.  This  is  appropri¬ 
ate  since  milk  disposed  of  to  another 
handler  normally  would  be  surplus  to 
the  operation  of  the  producer-handler 

Route.  The  term  “route  delivery" 
would  mean  a  delivery  to  retail  or  whole¬ 
sale  outlets,  either  directly  or  through 
any  distribution  facility  other  than  i 
plant  (including  disposition  from  a  plant 
store,  vendor,  or  vending  machine)  of  > 
fluid  milk  product  classified  as  Class  L 

Fluid  milk  products  may  be  moved 
from  a  milk  pl^t  to  a  distribution  facil¬ 
ity  such  as  a  warehouse,  loading  station 
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or  storage  plant.  The  distribution  from 
such  latter  point  would  be  considered 
route  distribution  from  the  milk  plant. 
To  do  otherwise  would  be  inappropriate 
because  it  would  consider  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products  to  have  been 
made  at  the  temporary  storage  facility 
Instead  of  at  the  location  at  which  such 
products  are  received  by  retail  and 
wholesale  purchasers. 

Producer.  Producer  should  mean  any 
person  except  a  producer-handler  who 
produces  milk  in  compliance  with  the 
inspection  requirements  of  a  duly  con¬ 
stituted  health  authority,  which  milk  is 
received  at  a  pool  plant  or  diverted 
therefrom  to  a  nonpool  plant  under  cer¬ 
tain  conditions.  The  producer  deflnition 
will  provide  the  necessary  distinction 
between  the  production  of  those  farmers 
whose  milk  will  be  priced  and  ixx>led 
each  month  under  the  Tampa  Bay  order 
and  the  receipts  at  handlers’  plants  from 
all  other  sources. 

Fluid  miUc  products.  Fluid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  should  mean  milk  (Including  frozen 
and  concentrated  milk),  flavored  milk 
and  skim  milk.  The  deflnition  should 
not,  however,  include  sterilized  products 
in  hermetically  sealed  containers.  The 
items  designated  as  fluid  milk  products 
pursuant  to  this  deflnition  are  those 
products  which,  when  disposed  of  by 
handlers,  are  included  as  Class  I  milk. 

Producer  milk.  Producer  milk  is  in¬ 
tended  to  include  all  milk  that  is  fully 
regulated  by  the  order.  Accordingly,  it 
should  be  deflned  sm  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  milk  received  at 
a  pool  plant  directly  from  dairy  farmers 
and  milk  diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to 
a  nonpool  plant  under  certtdn  conditions. 

Producer  milk  should  not  include  any 
milk  moved  from  a  farm  directly  to  an 
other  order  plant  since  such  milk's  eli¬ 
gibility  to  be  included  under  a  Federal 
order  would  be  more  appropriately  de¬ 
termined  at  the  other  order  plant  where 
received.  In  fact,  diversion  to  such 
plants  if  permitted  could  result  in  the 
pricing  and  pooling  of  the  same  milk 
under  two  orders. 

When  milk  is  not  needed  in  the  market 
for  Class  I  purposes,  the  movement  of 
such  milk  to  a  nonpool  plant  for  manu¬ 
facturing  purposes  should  be  facilitated. 
It  is  necessary,  however,  to  provide  limi¬ 
tations  on  the  amoimt  of  milk  which  may 
be  diverted  so  that  only  that  milk  which 
is  genuinely  associated  with  the  market 
will  be  diverted  and  only  at  those  times 
when  it  is  not  needed  in  the  market 
for  Class  I  purposes. 

Producers  associated  with  this  market 
are  not  expected  to  produce  large  quanti¬ 
ties  of  milk  in  excess  of  the  market’s  fluid 
requirements.  Diversion  provisions  are 
provided  herein  primarily  to  enable  han¬ 
dlers  and  cooperative  associations  to  di¬ 
vert  producer  milk  on  such  occasions  as 
weekends  and  holidays  when  the  milk  is 
not  needed  in  the  market  for  Class  I 
purposes. 

The  principal  cooperative  association 
proposed  that  cooperatives  be  permitted 
to  divert  to  nonpool  plants  up  to  25  per¬ 
cent  of  their  producer-members’  de¬ 
liveries  to  all  pool  plants  during  the 
Month.  This  llmltaticHi.  they  claimed, 
should  be  sufficient  to  accommodate  di¬ 


versions  under  present  marketing  condl- 
tiems.  In  consideration  of  the  antici¬ 
pated  need  for  diversions,  it  is  concluded 
that  the  proposed  limitation  is  appro¬ 
priate  to  facilitate  the  orderly  dlspodtlon 
of  producer  milk. 

The  cooperative  also  proposed  that 
proprietary  handlers  not  be  permitted 
to  divert  producer  milk  to  nonpool 
plants.  In  support  of  this  position,  its 
spokesman  stated  that  it  is  the  coc^ra- 
tive’s  responsibility  to  balance  supplies 
among  handlers  in  the  msurket  and. 
therefore,  they  should  have  the  exclusive 
right  to  divert  milk  to  nonpool  plants. 
Ad(H>ting  such  a  provision,  however, 
could  result  in  maiireting  difficulties  by 
handlers  who  do  not  purchase  producer 
milk  through  a  cooperative.  It  is  rea¬ 
sonable  to  expect  that  such  handlers 
also  will  need  to  divert  milk  on  such  oc¬ 
casions  as  weekends  or  holidays  and  the 
provisions  should  enable  them  to  do  so. 

It  is  concluded  that  a  proprietary 
handler  should  be  permitted  to  divert 
to  nonpool  plants  up  to  25  percent  of 
the  quantity  of  producer  milk  received 
at  his  plant  duiW  the  month.  This 
will  provide  a  limitation  similar  to  that 
provided  for  cooperative  associations. 

Only  that  milk  which  is  genuinely  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  market  on  a  month-to- 
month  basis  should  be  eligible  to  be  di¬ 
verted  to  nonpo(d  plants.  Therefore,  it 
Is  provided  that  at  least  5  days’  produc¬ 
tion  of  a  producer  must  be  received  at 
a  pool  plant  during  the  month  to  qualify 
any  of  his  production  in  the  same  month 
for  diversion  within  the  limits  described 
above.  This  reqxilrement  is  sufficient  to 
establish  a  producer’s  association  with 
the  fluid  market  but  will  still  permit  the 
necessary  flexibility  in  diverting  milk  not 
needed  for  fluid  use. 

MUk  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  limitations  provided  would 
not  be  considered  producer  milk.  Hence, 
eligibility  for  pricing  and  pooling  under 
the  order  would  be  forfeit^  on  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  milk  equal  to  such  excess.  In  such 
Instances,  the  diverting  handler  would 
specify  which  milk  is  ineligible  as  pro¬ 
ducer  milk.  If  the  handler  fails  to  make 
such  designation,  thereby  making  it  in¬ 
feasible  for  the  market  administrator 
to  determine  which  milk  was  over-di¬ 
verted,  all  milk  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants  by  such  handler  would  be  made 
ineligible  as  producer  milk. 

Since  a  large  pnHX)rtlon  of  the  milk 
produced  for  the  market  will  be  needed 
for  fluid  requirements,  diversions  of 
producer  milk  to  nonpool  plants  should 
not  be  necessary  for  any  extended  period 
and  it  is  imlikely  that  such  milk  will 
move  great  distances  from  the  market. 
To  facilitate  the  pricing  of  such  milk, 
therefore,  it  would  be  iq>propriate  to  con¬ 
sider  it  as  having  been  received  at  the 
plant  from  which  diverted  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  applying  location  pricing  imder 
the  order. 

Other  source  milk.  A  deflnition  of 
“other  source  milk’’  is  necessary  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  application  of  the  order  to 
the  various  categories  of  receipts  at  a 
regtilated  plant. 

Other  soixrce  milk  should  include  all 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  contained  in  or 
represented  by  (a)  fluid  milk  products 


utilized  by  the  handler  in  his  (H)eration 
(except  prc^ucer  ^;allk  and  fluid  mUk 
products  from  pool  plants  and  in  inven¬ 
tory  at  the  beginning  of  the  month) 
(b)  all  manufactured  dairy  luroducts 
from  any  source  (including  those  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  plant)  which  are  reproc¬ 
essed  or  (xmverted  into  another  product 
diudng  the  month  and  (c)  any  disap¬ 
pearance  of  nonfluid  products  in  a  form 
in  which  they  may  be  converted  into 
Class  I  products  and  which  are  not 
otherwise  accounted  for  under  the  order. 

In  order  to  verify  the  actual  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  milk  received  from  producers,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  market  administrator 
be  in  a  position  to  reconcile  all  receipts  of 
milk  and  dairy  products  with  the  dispo¬ 
sition  records  of  the  plant.  If  such 
records  cannot  be  reconciled,  the  han¬ 
dler  must  be  held  responsible  for  the 
shrinkage  or  the  ovemm  which  occurs  as 
a  result  of  the  discrepancy  between  rec¬ 
ords  of  receipts  and  disposition.  Other¬ 
wise,  the  handler  with  improper  records 
would  be  in  a  position  to  gain  an  advan¬ 
tage  over  his  ccanpetitors  who  properly 
account  for  all  milk  and  dairy  products 
rec^ved.  It  is  equally  necessary  that 
the  handler  be  required  to  account  for 
all  nonfluid  dairy  products  in  a  form  in 
which  they  can  be  converted  into  Class 
I  products.  Otherwise,  a  handler,  by 
failing  to  keep  records  of  the  nonfat  dry 
milk  and  similar  products  which  can  be 
reconstituted  into  skim  milk  or  other 
fluid  products  would  gain  a  competitive 
advantage  over  other  handlers  in  the 
market. 

Nonpool  plant.  A  deflnition  of  “non¬ 
pool  plant”  is  provided  to  facilitate  for¬ 
mulation  of  the  various  order  provisions 
as  they  apply  to  such  a  plant.  A  non¬ 
pool  plant  would  mean  a  plant  (except  a 
pool  plant)  which  receives  milk  from 
dairy  farmers  or  is  a  milk  manufactur¬ 
ing,  processing,  or  bottling  plant.  Spe- 
eifle  categories  of  nonpool  plants  would 
be  deflned  as  follows : 

( 1 )  “Other  order  plant”  is  a  plant  that 
is  fully  subject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling 
provisions  of  another  order  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act,  unless  such  plant  is 
qxialifled  as  a  pool  plant  under  this  order 
and  a  greater  volume  of  fluid  milk 
products  is  disposed  of  fnxn  such  plant 
in  this  marketing  area  on  routes  and  to 
pool  distributing  plants  than  to  plants 
under  the  other  order  or  in  the  marketing 
area  of  such  other  order; 

(2)  “Producer-handler  plant”  is  a 
plant  operated  by  a  producer-handler  as 
deflned  in  any  order  (including  this 
order)  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act; 

(3)  “Partially  regulated  distributing 
plant”  is  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  neither 
an  other  order  plant  nor  a  producer- 
handler  plant  and  from  which  Grade  A 
fluid  mtllc  products  in  consiimer-tsrpe 
packages  or  dispenser  units  are  distrib¬ 
uted  in  the  marketing  area  on  routes 
during  the  month;  and 

(4)  “Unregulated  supply  plant”  means 
a  nonpool  plant  that  is  a  supply  plant 
and  is  neither  an  other  order  plant  nor  a 
producer-handler  plant. 

(b)  Classification  of  milk.  Milk  and 
milk  products  received  by  handlers 
should  be  classifled  on  the  basis  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  according  to  the  form 
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in  which,  or  the  piirpose  for  which,  such 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  was  used  or  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  Class  I,  Class  n,  or  Class  ttt 
milk. 

Milk  is  received  by  handlers  directly 
from  dairy  farmers,  from  other  handlers, 
and  from  other  sources.  Milk  from  all 
these  sources  is  conuningled  in  handlers’ 
plants.  It  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  have 
a  plan  for  allocating  the  uses  of  milk  to 
each  source  of  supply  in  order  to  afford 
a  means  to  establish  the  classification 
of  producer  milk  and  to  apply  the  classi¬ 
fied  pricing  plan. 

The  products  included  in  Class  I  milk 
are  required  by  health  authorities  in  the 
marketing  area  to  be  obtained  from  milk 
or  milk  products  from  ‘‘Grade  A”  sources. 
The  extra  cost  of  getting  quality  milk 
produced  and  delivered  to  the  market  in 
the  condition  and  quantities  required 
makes  it  necessary  to  provide  a  price  for 
milk  used  in  Class  I  products  consid¬ 
erably  above  the  manufacturing  milk 
price.  This  higher  price  should  be  at  a 
level  which  will  yield  a  blend  price  to 
farmers  that  will  encourage  production 
of  enough  milk  to  meet  market  needs. 

In  accordance  with  these  standards, 
the  Class  I  milk  should  include  all  Kkim 
milk  and  butterfat  disposed  of  in  the 
form  of  milk,  fiavored  milk,  and  gkim 
milk.  Class  I,  however,  should  not  in¬ 
clude  any  of  the  above  products  which 
are  sterilized  and  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers.  Fluid  milk  products  to  which 
extra  skim  milk  solids  have  been  added, 
and  frozen  or  concentrated  milk  disposed 
of  for  fiuid  use  likewise  would  be  included 
as  Class  I  milk.  Any  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  not  accounted  for  in  either 
Class  n  or  Class  lH  also  would  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  Class  I. 

Class  H  should  include  cream,  sour 
cream,  half  and  half,  buttermilk  choco¬ 
late  drink,  and  acidophUus  milk.  The 
distinction  between  Class  n  products  end 
products  included  in  Class  I  is  that  the 
marketing  area  health  authorities  permit 
the  use  of  milk  products  from  un¬ 
inspected  sources  in  the  pr^aration  of 
products  herein  designated  as  Class  n. 
A  separate  Class  n  classification  is  neces¬ 
sary,  therefore,  so  that  a  separate  price 
may  be  applied  consistent  with  the  some¬ 
what  lower  value  of  such  products  m  thin 
market.  The  products  included  in 
Class  n  are  the  same  as  imder  the  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  order. 

Any  nonfat  milk  solids  added  to  Class  I 
or  Class  n  products  should  be  converted 
to  their  skim  milk  equivalent  weight  for 
purposes  of  account!^  for  the  .skim  milk 
required  to  produce  such  product. 
Class  I  or  Class  n  classification,  which¬ 
ever  is  applicable,  would  apply  to  the 
weight  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat  con¬ 
tained  in  an  equivalent  volume  of  an  un¬ 
modified  product.  The  remaining  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Class  I  or  Class  n  product 
representing  added  skim  milk  solids, 
should  be  classified  as  Class  in  miiy  on 
a  skim  milk  equivalent  basis. 

Class  m  should  be  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  used  to  m'oduce  ice  cream,  ice 
cream  mix,  and  other  frozen  desserts, 
eggnog,  aerated  cream,  cream  products, 
butter,  cheese  f  including  cottage  cheese) , 
evaporated  and  condensed  milk  (plain  or 
sweetened),  nonfat  dry  milk,  dry  whole 


milk,  condensed  or  dry  buttermilk  and 
any  other  products  not  specified  as 
Class  I  or  Class  n  milk. 

Handlers  have  inventories  of  milk  and 
milk  products  at  the  begliming  and  end 
of  each  month  which  enter  into  the  ac¬ 
counting  for  current  receipts  and 
utilization.  The  accounting  procedure 
would  be  facilitated  by  providing  that 
month-end  inventories  of  fluid  milk 
products  and  Class  n  products  be  clas¬ 
sified  in  Class  n  milk.  Such  inventories 
would  be  subtracted,  imder  the  allocation 
procedures,  from  any  available  Class  n 
in  the  following  month.  The  higher  use 
value  of  any  such  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  allocated  to  Class  I  in  the  following 
month  will  be  reflected  in  returns  to 
producers. 

Inventories  should  include  all  the  wkim 
milk  and  butterfat  in  bulk  and  packaged 
fluid  mUk  products  and  Class  n  products. 
Since  the  disposition  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  in  nonfluid  milk  products  has 
been  accounted  for  when  used  to  produce 
a  manufactured  dairy  product  (and  clas¬ 
sified  as  Class  m  milk) ,  such  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  should  not  be  included  in 
inventories. 

Inventories  of  fluid  milk  products  and 
Class  n  products  on  hand  at  a  plant 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  month  in 
which  the  order  becomes  effective  or 
during  any  month  in  which  a  plant  be¬ 
comes  regulated  for  the  first  time  shoxfid 
be  allocated  to  any  available  Cla^  n 
utilization  of  the  plant  during  the  month. 
This  will  preserve  the  priority  of  assign¬ 
ment  of  current  producer  milk  receipts 
to  current  Class  I  utilization. 

Skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  fluid  milk 
products  and  Class  n  products  dumped 
or  disposed  of  by  a  handler  for  livestock 
feed  should  be  classified  as  Class  in  milk. 
Such  outlets  often  represent  the  most 
efficient  means  for  disposing  of  surplus 
skim  milk.  Transportation  and  han¬ 
dling  costs  are  such  that  it  is  uneconomi¬ 
cal  to  ship  relatively  small  quantities  of 
unneeded  skim  milk  to  trade  outlets  for 
surplus  skim  milk.  In  the  case  of  route 
returns  of  such  products  as  homogenized 
milk  and  chocolate  milk,  it  is  difficult  and 
Impractical  to  salvage  the  butterfat  for 
further  use.  Such  butterfat  which  is 
not  salvageable  should  be  classified  as 
Class  in  when  dumped  or-  disposed  of 
for  livestock  feed. 

It  would  not  be  practicable  to  permit 
in  an  unlimited  manner  the  dumping  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  by  pool  plant 
handlers.  Neither  would  it  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  classify  such  skim  milk  and 
butterfat,  for  which  no  better  outlet  is 
available,  in  other  than  Class  m.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  order  should  riearly 
specify  a  Class  in  classification  for  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  dumped,  provided 
that  the  market  administrator  is  notified 
in  advance  and  afforded  the  opportimity 
to  verify  the  diunping. 

Handlers  proposed  a  separate  classifi¬ 
cation  (Class  IV)  for  all  milk,  the  skim 
milk  portion  of  which  is  dumped  or  dis¬ 
posed  of  for  livestock  feed  and  fertilizer. 
As  proposed,  such  dispositions  would  be 
priced  at  the  butterfat  value  only,  the 
effect  being  to  allow  the  skirn  m»k  dis¬ 
position  at  no  cost  to  the  handler.  The 
proposal  was  opposed  by  producers. 


A  provision  placing  no  value  on  skitn 
milk  when  dumped  or  disposed  or  for 
fertilizer  or  livestock  feed  woxUd  not  en¬ 
courage  efficient  mariceting  by  handlers. 
Instead,  it  could  relieve  thi^  of  the 
responsibility  and  risk  of  seeking  the 
best  possible  outlets  for  the  «kim  milk 
in  reserve  milk  supplies  by  merely  de- 
strosrlng  it  at  producers’  expense. 

Facilities  for  handling  substantial 
amoimts  of  skim  milk  in  such  manufac¬ 
tured  products  as  ice  cream  and  cottage 
cheese  are  available  in  the  Tampa  Bay 
area.  Hence,  handlers  should  have  no 
difficulty  in  finding  such  Class  in  out¬ 
lets  for  excess  skim  milk.  The  pngwsal 
to  establish  a  separate  classification  for 
skim  milk  for  which  producers  would 
realize  no  return  is  therefore  denied. 

Waste  and  loss  of  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat  experienced  in  plant  <«)eratlonfi 
are  referred  to  as  “shrinkage".  Since 
shrinkage  represents  disappearance  of 
milk  for  which  the  handler  must  account 
but  for  which  no  direct  return  is  realized, 
it  shoxild  be  considered  as  Class  m  milk 
to  the  extent  that  the  amount  is  reason¬ 
able  and  is  not  the  result  of  incomplete 
or  faulty  records. 

The  maximum  shrinkage  allowance  in 
Class  m  at  each  plant  should  be  2.0 
percent  of  producer  milk  (except  that 
diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant),  plus  1.5 
percent  of  bulk  fluid  milk  products  re¬ 
ceived  from  other  pool  plants  and  un¬ 
regulated  supply  plants  (exclusive  of  the 
quantity  for  which  Class  n  or  Class  m 
utillzaticm  is  requested  by  the  handler), 
and  less  1.5  percent  of  bulk  flxild  twiiv 
products  transferred  to  other  plants. 

Plants  which  are  operated  in  a  reason¬ 
ably  efficient  manner  and  for  which  ac¬ 
curate  records  of  receipts  and  utilization 
are  maintained  should  not  have  plant 
losses  in  excess  of  the  maxlmums  pro¬ 
vided.  Any  shrinkage  in  excess  of  the 
maxlmums  should  be  classified  as  Class  I 
milk.  ’Ihls  is  reasonable  and  necessary 
to  strengthen  the  classified  pricing  plan 
and  will  tend  to  encourage  maintenance 
of  adequate  records  and  efficient  han¬ 
dling  of  milk. 

It  is  appropriate  to  limit  the  volume  of 
unregulated  supply  jrtant  milk  and  other 
''Tder  milk  that  may  be  classified  in 
Class  in  as  shrinkage  since  these  types 
of  receipts  are  siUocated  pro  rata  to  class 
uses  along  with  quantities  received  fr<Hn 
pool  plants  and  producers.  Under  the 
aUocation  system  provided,  such  other 
source  milk  will  share  with  producer 
milk  in  any  shrinkage  allocated  to  Class 
I  when  the  specified  Class  m  shrinkage 
limitations  are  exceeded.  No  «)eclflc 
shrinkage  limit  is  necessary  on  unregu¬ 
lated  or  other  order  milk  that  does  not 
share  a  ixo  rata  assignment  and  thus 
is  allocated  first  to  Class  m  uses,  since 
the  allocation  procedure  insures  assign¬ 
ment  of  such  milk  to  Cfiass  m  in  an 
amoimt  at  least  equal  to  the  shrinkage 
that  may  be  associated  therewith. 

To  insure  an  equitable  assignment  of 
total  shrinkage  to  the  two  categories  of 
receipts  (l.e.,  receipts  for  which  there 
is  a  percentage  limitation  for  Clsiss  m 
shrinkage  assignment  and  receipts  for 
which  there  is  no  such  limitation),  the 
total  shrinkage  should  be  prorated  to 
these  two  categories. 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9931 


Skim  milk  and  butterfat  are  not  used 
in  most  products  In  the  same  proportions 
as  contained  in  the  milk  received  from 
farmers  and,  therefore,  should  be  classi¬ 
fied  according  to  their  separate  uses. 
The  skim  milk  and  butterfat  content  of 
fniik  products  received  and  disposed  of 
by  a  handler  can  be  determined  through 
certain  testing  procedures.  Some  prod¬ 
ucts  such  as  ice  cream  and  condensed 
products  present  a  difflciUt  problem  of 
testing  in  that  some  of  the  water  con¬ 
tained  in  the  milk  has  been  removed. 
It  is  desirable  in  the  case  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts  to  provide  an  appropriate  means  of 
ascertaining  the  amount  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  used  to  produce  such  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  accounting  procedure  to  be 
used  in  the  case  of  concentrated  milk 
products  such  as  condensed  milk  or  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  should  be  based  on  the 
pounds  of  milk  or  skim  milk  required  to 
produce  such  product. 

Skim  milk  and  butterfat  vised  to  pro¬ 
duce  Class  m  products  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  disposed  of  when  the  Class 
in  product  Lb  produced.  Handlers  will 
need  to  maintain  stock  records  on  such 
products,  however,  to  permit  audit  of 
their  utilization  records  by  the  market 
administrator  so  that  verification  of  such 
Class  m  uses  may  be  made.  If  a  handler 
falls  to  keep  the  necessary  records  for 
verification  purposes,  the  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  will  te  reclassified  as  Class  I 
milk. 

Each  handler  must  be  held  responsible 
for  a  full  accoimting  of  all  his  receipts  of 
skim  milk  or  butterfat  in  any  form.  A 
handler  who  first  receives  milk  from 
dairy  farmers  should  be  held  responsible 
for  establishing  the  classification  of  and 
making  pasrment  for  such  milk.  Fixing 
responsibilities  in  this  manner  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectively  administer  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order. 

Except  for  the  quantities  of  shrinkage 
that  may  be  classified  in  Class  m,  all 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  for  which  the 
handler  caimot  establish  utilization 
should  be  classified  sm  Class  I  milk.  This 
provision  is  necessary  to  remove  any  ad¬ 
vantage  that  might  accrue  to  handlers 
who  fail  to  keep  complete  and  accurate 
records  and  to  assure  that  dairy  farmers 
receive  pairment  for  their  milk  on  the 
basis  of  its  use.  Accordingly,  the  burden 
of  proof  should  be  on  the  handler  to 
establish  the  utilization  of  any  milk  as 
other  than  Class  I. 

Transfers.  Some  Class  I  or  Class  n 
items  may  be  disposed  of  to  other  plants 
for  Class  HI  use.  It  is  necessary,  there¬ 
fore,  to  provide  specific  rules  so  that  the 
classification  of  such  transfers  may  be 
determined  under  this  order. 

Fluid  milk  products  and  Class  11  prod¬ 
ucts  transferred  from  a  pool  plant  to  the 
pool  plant  of  anothei  hsmdler  should  be 
classified  as  Class  I  mi^  unless  utiliza¬ 
tion  as  Class  n  or  Class  HI  milk  is 
claimed  for  both  plants  on  the  reports 
sulHnitted  for  the  month  to  the  market 
Administrator.  However,  sufficient  Class 
n  or  Class  m  utilization  must  be  avail¬ 
able  at  the  transferee  plant  for  such  as¬ 
signment  after  the  allocation  of  all  other 
sou^  milk  at  such  transferee  plant 
during  the  month.  Moreover,  if  other 
source  milk  of  the  type  to  which  a  surplus 


value  inherently  applies  (such  as  nonfat 
milk  solids)  has  been  received  at  the 
shipping  plant  during  the  month,  the 
skim  milk  or  butterfat  in  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  or  Class  n  products  involved  in  such 
transfer  should  be  classified  so  as  to  allo¬ 
cate  the  least  possible  Class  I  utilization 
to  such  other  source  milk.  If  the  ship¬ 
ping  handler  receives  other  source  milk 
from  an  imregulated  supply  plant  or  an 
other  order  plant,  the  transferred  quan¬ 
tities,  up  to  the  total  of  such  receipts, 
should  not  be  Class  I  to  a  greater  extent 
than  would  be  iqipllcable  to  a  like  quan¬ 
tity  of  such  other  source  milk  received  at 
the  transferee  plant. 

Fluid  milk  products  or  CHass  II  prod¬ 
ucts  transferred  or  diverted  to  a  nonpool 
plant  (other  than  transfers  to  the  plant 
of  a  producer-handler  or  an  other  order 
plant)  should  be  classified  as  CTlass  I 
milk  unless  certain  conditions  are  met. 
The  operator  of  the  uonpool  plant,  if  re¬ 
quested,  should  make  his  books  and  rec¬ 
ords  available  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  for  the  purpose  of  verifying  the 
receipts  and  utilization  of  milk  in  such 
nonpool  plant.  Provision  for  verification 
by  the  market  administrator  is  reason¬ 
able  and  necessary  to  insure  proper  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  classification  procedures 
prescribed  in  the  order. 

Any  Class  I  utilization  disposed  of  on 
routes  in  this  marketing  area  from  the 
nonpool  plant  should  be  first  assigned 
to  fluid  milk  products  transferred  from 
pool  plants  and  then  pro  rata  to  receipts 
from  all  other  order  plants  and  last  to 
receipts  fnHn  dairy  farmers  who  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  determines  constitute 
the  regular  somce  of  Grade  A  milk  for 
the  nonpool  plant. 

Any  Class  I  utilization  disposed  of  from 
the  nonpool  plant  on  routes  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  of  another  Federal  order 
should  be  assigned  to  fluid  milk  products 
transferred  or  diverted  from  plants  fully 
regulated  by  that  order,  then  pro  rata  to 
fluid  milk  products  received  from  plants 
regulated  by  this  order  and  all  other 
Federal  orders  and  thereafter  to  the  non¬ 
pool  plant’s  regular  Grade  A  dairy 
farmers. 

Any  Class  I  utilization  remaining  in  the 
nonpool  plant  after  the  above  assign¬ 
ments  should  be  assigned  to  the  plant’s 
regular  Grade  A  dairy  farmers  and  then 
pro  rata  to  unassigned  receipts  from 
plants  regulated  by  this  order  and  other 
orders. 

After  the  above  assignments  to  Cfiass 
I  are  made,  any  remaining  receipts  of 
fluid  milk  products  from  pool  plants 
would  be  classified  in  sequence  as  Class 
m  and  then  Cfiass  H.  AIm,  any  Class  n 
milk  which  is  not  assigned  pursuant  to 
the  above  sequence  would  be  classified 
as  Class  n. 

'The  method  herein  recommended  for 
classifirlng  transfers  and  diversions  to 
nonpool  plants  accords  equitable  treat¬ 
ment  to  order  handlers  and  also  gives 
appropriate  recognition  to  handlers  in 
other  regulated  markets  in  the  classifi¬ 
cation  of  milk  transferred  to  a  common 
nonpool  plant.  Giving  highest  use  pri¬ 
ority  to  dairy  farmers  directly  supplying 
a  nonpool  plant  recognizes  tlmt  they  are 
the  regular  and  dependable  source  of 
supply  of  milk  for  fluid  use  at  such 


plant.  The  pr(H>osed  method  of  classifi¬ 
cation  will  safeguard  the  primary  func¬ 
tions  of  the  transfer  provision  of  the 
order  by  promoting  orderly  disposal  of 
reserve  supplies  and  in  assuring  that 
sMpments  to  nonpool  plants  will  be 
classified  in  an  equitable  manner. 

In  the  case  of  fluid  milk  products  or 
Class  n  products  transferred  from  pool 
plants  to  other  order  plants,  specific 
rules  are  necessary  to  provide  equitable 
treatment  to  the  handlers  in  both  orders 
and  coordinate  the  classification  under 
the  orders. 

Such  products  transferred  to  an  other 
order  plant  in  excess  of  receipts  from 
such  plant  in  the  same  category  (pack¬ 
aged.  bulk  designated  for  surplus  dis¬ 
posal.  or  bulk  milk  not  so  designated) 
should  be  classified  in  the  comparable 
classes  to  which  allocated  under  the 
other  order.  If  the  operators  of  both 
the  transferor  and  transferee  plants  so 
request,  transfers  in  bulk  form  should 
be  clashed  as  Class  n  or  Class  m  to 
the  extent  that  Class  n  or  Class  m 
utilization  (or  comparable  utilization 
imder  such  other  order)  is  available  for 
such  assignment  under  the  allocation 
provisions  of  the  transferee  order.  Such 
requests  should  be  filed  with  the  re¬ 
spective  market  administrators  with 
their  reports  of  receipts  and  utilization 
for  the  month. 

If  information  concerning  the  classifi¬ 
cation  to  which  the  products  transferred 
are  allocated  imder  the  transferee  order 
is  not  available  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  for  purposes  of  establishing  classi¬ 
fication  under  this  order,  then  classifica¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products  and  Class  II 
products  transferred  should  be  as  Class 
I  and  Class  n,  respectively,  subject  to 
adjustment  when  such  information  is 
available.  If  the  transferee  order  pro¬ 
vides  for  more  than  two  classes  of  utili¬ 
zation,  allocations  to  a  class  consisting 
primarily  of  fluid  milk  products  shall 
be  classified  as  Class  I,  and  allocations 
to  other  classes  should  be  classified  in 
a  comparable  classification  as  Class  n 
or  Class  m. 

If  the  form  in  which  a  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  is  transferred  to  an  other  order  plant 
is  not  defined  as  a  fluid  milk  product 
imder  such  other  order,  classification 
should  be  in  accordance  with  the  form 
in  which  it  leaves  the  transferor  plant. 
This  would  be  the  case  where  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  a  product  differs  in  the  ship¬ 
ping  and  rec^ving  markets  and  accord¬ 
ing  identical  classification  is  not  possible. 
These  differences  exist  primariiy  because 
the  health  authorities  in  different  areas 
have  varying  requirements  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  Grade  A  milk  in  some  milk 
products.  Hence,  the  order  provisions 
must  be  designed  to  accommodate  the 
differences  in  classification  which  might 
exist  in  this  order  compared  to  any  order 
market  from  which  such  product  is 
received. 

Allocation.  Because  the  value  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  is  based  on  its  classification, 
the  order  must  prescribe  an  assignment 
of  receipts  from  all  sources  during  the 
month  to  establish  such  classification. 

The  system  of  allocating  handlers’  re¬ 
ceipts  to  the  various  classes  must  be 
similar  to  that  adopted  in  the  decisions 
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of  the  Assistant  Secretary  issued  June 
19, 1964  for  76  milk  orders,  including  the 
Southeastern  P7orida  order  and  all  other 
Federal  orders  except  those  in  the  North¬ 
east.^  These  decisions  were  designed  to 
integrate  into  the  regulatory  plan  of  each 
of  the  orders  milk  which  is  not  subject  to 
classified  pricing  under  any  order,  and  to 
apply  the  regulatory  plan  of  each  of  the 
orders  to  milk  regulated  rmder  another 
order  which  is  disposed  of  from  the  other 
order  plant  on  routes  in  the  marketing 
area,  or  is  received  at  a  fully  regulated 
plant.  Inasmuch  as  those  decisions  set 
forth  the  standards  for  dealing  with  un¬ 
regulated  milk  under  Federal  orders  gen¬ 
erally,  it  is  desirable  that  the  system  of 
allocation  imder  this  order  be  similar. 
Further,  the  treatment  of  other  order 
milk  should  conform  with  the  plan  in¬ 
cluded  in  those  decisions  so  as  to  co¬ 
ordinate  the  applicable  regulations  on 
all  movonents  of  milk  between  Federal 
Older  markets.  Producers  and  handlers 
recognized  the  necessity  for  such  coordi¬ 
nation  and  proposed  allocation  provisions 
similar  to  those  adopted  in  other  orders. 

Except  for  relatively  minor  variations 
to  accommodate  this  individual  market’s 
situation,  the  general  scheme  of  alloca¬ 
tion  must  be  based  on  the  considerations 
of  coordination  among  markets  and  uni¬ 
form  treatment  of  unregulated  milk  in 
the  several  markets. 

Milk  received  at  regvlated  plants  from 
unregulated  plants.  When  unregulated 
milk  eligible  for  Class  I  distribution  in 
the  marketing  area  is  received  at  a  pool 
plant,  provision  must  be  made  for  its 
allocation  to  the  total  available  classifica¬ 
tion  of  such  pool  plant  and  for  provid-. 
ing  an  appropriate  rate  of  payment  to 
the  producer-settlement  fund  on  any 
such  milk  allocated  to  Class  I. 

The  order  should  provide  that  fluid 
milk  products  moved  from  an  unregu¬ 
lated  plant  to  a  pool  plant  be  clashed  as 
Class  n  or  Class  m  milk  if  so  reported  by 
the  operator  of  the  regulated  plant. 
Milk  may  be  purchased  by  a  pool  plant 
operator  from  an  imregulated  plant 
either  for  use  in  his  manufacturing  op¬ 
eration  or  in  connection  with  his  Class  I 
or  Class  n  requirements.  When  the 
purchase  is  for  Class  n  or  manufacturing 
uses,  the  order  should  accommodate  tills 
by  providing  that  such  milk  be  allocated 
to  the  Indicated  class  utilization  in  the 
pool  plant.  This  treatment  of  unregu¬ 
lated  milk  further  serves  to  accommodate 
unregulated  plants  which  have  surplus 
milk  but  do  not  have  manufacturing 
facilities.  Hence,  it  will  make  available 
as  an  outlet  any  manufacturing  facili¬ 
ties  of  pool  plants  without  involving  the 
unregulated  plant  in  the  regulation. 
When,  however.  Class  n  or  Class  HE 
utilization  in  a  regulated  plsmt  is  in¬ 
sufficient  for  the  assignment  of  all  fluid 
milk  products  from  unregffiated  plants 
to  the  agreed  manufacturing  aise,  the 
remainder,  of  coiuee,  must  be  allocated 
to  Class  I. 

Other  categories  of  milk  receipts  as¬ 
signed  flrst  to  Class  m  use  (down  allo- 


*  OfflcliU  notice  is  taken  oC  the  decision  (29 
F.R.  9002)  In  which  is  included  the  amend¬ 
ments  affecting  the  Southeastern  Florida 
milk  order. 


cated)  should  include  receipts  from  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers,  receipts  without  Grade 
A  certiflcation  and  reconstituted  milk 
The  reasons  for  such  assignment  are  ex¬ 
plained  in  subsequent  findings  on  these 
specific  types  of  receipts. 

With  respect  to  the  general  category 
of  milk  received  from  unregulated  plants 
(not  producer-handlers,  however)  the 
order  should  provide  that  (within  limits) 
unregiilated  milk  received  at  a  pool 
plant,  which  is  not  specifically  desig¬ 
nated  for  manufacturing  use,  be  as¬ 
signed  a  classiflcation  which  is  pro  rata 
to  regulated  milk  received  by  the  opera¬ 
tor  of  such  plant.  This  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  because  classification  of  bulk  milk 
cannot  be  determined  on  the  basis  of 
its  inherent  characteristics  as  either 
(flass  I  (i.e.,  in  bottles)  or  as  surplus  (l.e., 
as  in  maniifactured  products) .  Its 
classification  depends  upon  its  utiliza¬ 
tion  by  the.  handler  who  receives  it.  Un¬ 
less  the  regulated  handler  accepts  the 
milk  for  (Tlass  n  or  m  use,  a  method  as 
described  herein  must  be  provided  for 
assigning  the  unregulated  bulk  milk  to 
classes  of  use.  By  assigning  it  pro  rata 
with  regulated  milk  (within  limits),  its 
indeterminate  character  as  Class  I,  n, 
or  m  will  be  recognized  up  to  the  limit 
provided. 

A  limit  must  be  placed  on  the  amount 
of  imregulated  milk  which  may  share 
full  classiflcation  with  regulated  milk. 
The  receipt  of  unregulated  milk  in  a 
regulated  handler’s  operation  is  always 
a  source  of  danger  to  the  regulatory  plan. 
Handlers  often  obtain  unregulated  milk 
because  it  is  a  cheaper  source  of  supply 
than  regulated  milk.  Unless  some  limi¬ 
tation  is  placed  on  the  volume  of  un¬ 
regulated  milk  that  may  be  prorated,  a 
handler  with  a  supply  of  regulated  milk 
adequate  for  his  Cfiass  I  requirements 
could  acquire  cheaper  unregulated  milk 
to  increase  his  manufacturing  uses. 
This  milk  would  share  in  his  CJlass  I 
utilization  while  an  equal  volume  of  reg¬ 
ulated  milk  would  be  assigned  to  the  ex¬ 
panded  surplus  use.  This  would  impair 
the  effectiveness  of  the  regulation. 

The  limit  placed  on  the  amount  of  un¬ 
regulated  milk  to  be  assigned  pro  rata 
with  regulated  milk  is  such  that  when, 
as  a  result  of  proration  or  assignment,  as 
much  as  20  percent  of  all  regulated  milk 
in  the  handler’s  plant  is  assigned  to  Class 
n  and  Class  m,  all  siddltional  unregu¬ 
lated  milk  will  then  be  assigned  to  such 
lower  classes.  A  reserve  of  milk  for 
fluid  requirements  on.  a  marketwide  basis 
more  or  less  than  20  percent  of  all  han¬ 
dlers’  receipts  may  be  required,  depend¬ 
ing  upon  seasonal  and  other  ctmsldera- 
tions.  An  individual  handler  associated 
with  a  regulated  fluid  market  (whose 
main  purpose  is  to  furnish  Class  I  milk  to 
the  market)  will  not  need  unregulated 
milk  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  an 
adequate  supply  to  service  Class  I  sales  in 
amounts  which  will  increase  his  reserve 
above  20  percent  of  his  total  receipts  in 
any  given  month.  Whenever  a  handler 
has  a  milk  supply  such  that  20  percent  of 
his  receipts  are  in  CTlass  n  and  Class  in, 
he  is  fully  supplied  for  furnishing  a  regu¬ 
lated  Class  1  market.  Even  though  a 
situation  could  conceivably  arise  where, 
because  of  the  disruption  of  normal  sup¬ 


plies,  a  handler  receives  milk  fnmi  un¬ 
regulated  sources  in  excess  of  the  quan¬ 
tities  that  may  be  prorated,  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  effective  regulation  nevertiieless 
requires  the  imposition  of  this  Ibnit. 

It  is  provided  that  in  assigning  un¬ 
regulated  bulk  milk  for  purposes  of  clas¬ 
sification,  the  overall  utilization  of  the 
handler  at  all  of  his  plants  regiilated  un¬ 
der  the  order  •  (rather  than  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  at  a  single  plant)  should  be  used. 
This  is  necessary  for  the  same  reasons, 
set  forth  later  in  this  decision,  which 
apply  to  receipts  of  milk  from  plants 
regulated  by  other  orders. 

Payment  at  the  difference  between  the 
Class  I  and  uniform  prices  ^ould  ^ 
made  by  the  receiving  handler  into  the 
producer-settlement  fund  on  the  por¬ 
tion  of  unregulated  milk  which  is  as¬ 
signed  to  Class  I  through  proration. 
There  can  be  no  question  that  the  Class 
I  price  basically  should  apply  to  both 
related  and  unregulated  milk  used  in 
a  fully  regulated  plant  as  Class  I  milk. 
To  attribute  smy  different  valuation  on 
the  imregulated  milk  would  automatical¬ 
ly  result  in  inequity  as  compared  with 
regulated  milk  similarly  utilized. 

Although  there  is  no  room  for  doubt 
SIS  to  the  need  to  attribute  a  Class  I  value 
for  any  milk  so  utilized  (the  minuend), 
the  proper  credit  to  be  allowed  to  milk 
from  unregulated  plants  is  not  clear, 
i.e.,  what  subtrahend  should  be  used  in 
such  a  payment  formula.  It  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  that  in  many  situations  a  payment 
at  any  lesser  rate  than  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  Class  I  price  and  the  value  of 
such  milk  as  surplus  would  give  un¬ 
warranted  price  advantsige  to  unregu¬ 
lated  milk  over  producer  milk  similarly 
utilized. 

Milk  at  unregulated  plants  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  dairy  farmers  on  a  flat  price 
basis  without  regard  to  use  classiflcation. 
Although  most  of  the  milk  so  purchased 
by  the  unregulated  plant  operator  may 
be  intended  for  local  distribution  outside 
the  regulated  market,  excess  milk  sup¬ 
plies  on  a  dally  and  seasonal  basis  will 
arise  as  they  also  do  in  regulated  plants. 

This  frequently  leaves  excess  milk  at 
unregulated  plants  which  is  truly  sur¬ 
plus  to  the  normal  fluid  needs  of  those 
idants.  This  situation  is  accentuated 
at  certain  times  of  the  year  when  there 
are  characteristic  seasonal  Increases  in 
the  production  of  milk  without  corre¬ 
sponding  increases  in  the  demand  for 
milk.  If  it  were  not  for  tiie  sale  in  the 
regulated  market,  such  milk  would  have 
no  higher  value  to  the  plant  operator 
than  its  surplus  value.  In  such  circum¬ 
stances,  the  operator  of  such  an  un¬ 
regulated  plant,  including  the  fringe 
distributor,  has  great  incentive  to 
“dump”  his  surplus  noUk  into  the  regu¬ 
lated  market  or  its  supply  system  at  any 
price  higher  than  a  surplus  price  and 
thereby  obtain  a  competitive  advantage 
for  such  milk  over  regulated  milk.  Regu¬ 
lated  handlers  cannot  similarly  convert 
otherwise  surplus  Class  HE  milk  into 
Cflass  I  utilization  without  accounting  to 


■Such  total  utilization  would  be  subject 
to  certain  prlcw  deductions  for  receipts  as¬ 
signed  to  the  surplus  classiflcation  as  men¬ 
tioned  in  prior  flndlngs. 
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the  producer-settlement  fvmd  at  the 
full  difference  between  these  two  uUU- 
sations,  i.e..  they  account  at  Class  I  rather 
than  Class  m.  There  would  then  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  substantial  Justification  for 
the  same  rate  of  charge  against  milk  from 
unregulated  plants  obtained  and  used  in 
similar  circumstances. 

Even  though  surplus  milk  obviously  is 
available  to  handlers  from  time  to  time, 
there  is  no  indication  that  they  have 
exploited  their  opportunities  to  use  such 
milk.  It  is  concluded,  therefore,  in  the. 
light  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  Lehigh  Valley  case,  and  be¬ 
cause  of  the  administrative  difficulty  in 
determining  whether  particular  milk 
from  an  unregulated  plant  utilized  as 
Class  I  in  this  market  actually  had  only 
a  surplus  value  or  cost  at  source,  that 
the  charge  should  be  limited  to  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  Class  I  price  and 
the  uniform  price,  both  adjusted  for 
butterfat  content  and  the  location  of  the 
unregulated  plant  from  which  the  milk 
was  received.  Although  the  use  of  the 
uniform  price  as  the  subtrahend  will  not 
assure  complete  removal  of  the  price  ad¬ 
vantage  which  may  exist  for  some  milk 
for  the  reasons  Just  stated,  it  neverthe¬ 
less  will  serve  to  mininoize  this  advantsige 
in  such  cases,  and  generally  should  be  an 
equitable  means  of  providing  a  reason¬ 
able  measure  of  protection  to  the  regu¬ 
latory  plan.  If  subsequent  experience 
shows  that  such  payment  is  not  protect¬ 
ing  the  regulatory  plan,  then,  on  the 
basis  of  specific  evidence,  another  rate 
of  payment  or  another  plan  will  need  to 
be  devised. 

As  a  means  of  carrying  out  the  equal¬ 
ization  provided  by  market  pooling, 
regulated  handlers  are  required  to  pay 
the  uniform  price  to  their  own  producers 
and,  in  addition,  are  required  to  pay  to 
the  producer-settlement  fund  the  full 
difference  between  the  Class  I'prlce  and 
such  uniform  price  on  all  regulated  milk 
classified  as  Class  I  because  of  its  use 
as  fluid  milk.  Unregulated  milk  simi¬ 
larly  used  as  Class  I  milk  by  a  regulated 
handler  likewise  should  carry  a  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  producer-settlement  fund  at 
least  at  the  same  rate  as  that  required 
of  regulated  milk..  If  the  handler  buys 
regulated  milk  at  a  price  in  excess  of 
the  uniform  price,  he  receives  no  credit 
for  this  excess  payment  in  accounting 
to  the  producer-settlement  fund. 
Neither  should  he  receive  credit  for  any 
amount  paid  for  unregulated  milk  in 
excess  of  the  uniform  price.  Both  the 
Kgulated  and  unregulated  milk,  there¬ 
fore,  will  be  credited  at  only  the  uniform 
price  in  accounting  to  the  producer- 
aettlement  fund. 

These  payments  are  not  unfair  or 
burdensome  to  the  dairy  farmer  supply¬ 
ing  the  unregulated  plant,  whose  milk 
is  used  as  Class  I  milk  by  a  regulated 
handler.  The  allowance  of  a  credit  for 
milk  from  unregulated  plants  used  as 
Class  I  by  the  regulated  handler  at  the 
uniform  price  level  will  provide  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  the  xmregulated  plant  operator 
io  pay  his  dairy  farmers  at  least  the  uni¬ 
form  price  on  these  Class  I  sales.  The 
order  cannot,  of  course,  guarantee  to  the 
nairy  farmer  that  his  purchaser  in  fact 
will  pay  this  full  uniform  price  to  him. 


The  order  must  contain  provisions  of 
this  kind  which  serve  to  adequately  re¬ 
late  to  the  total  scheme  of  regulation 
that  milk  received  by  regulated  handlers 
which  is  not  subject  to  full  regulation. 
Otherwise,  the  very  existence  of  the  mar¬ 
ket  pool  order  may  establish  the  con¬ 
dition  which  makes  impractical  the 
attainment  of  the  regulatory  objective 
of  stabilizing  the  market  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  statute.  Consequently, 
the  Secretary  must  protect,  to  the  extent 
consistent  with  the  Act,  the  regulatory 
plan  in  any  marketing  area  against  de¬ 
feat  or  impairment  because  of  the  in¬ 
troduction  into  the  marketing  area  of 
milk  from  unregulated  sources  which  is 
not  subject  to  full  regulation. 

There  may  be  instances  where  a  dis¬ 
tributor  is  subject  to  State'  milk  control 
and  pays  the  State  minimum  price  on 
all  of  his  receipts  of  milk  including  some 
that  Is  assign^  as  Class  I  in  a  federally 
regulated  market.  The  method  of  as¬ 
signment  and  rate  of  payment  into  the 
producer-settlement  fund  applicable  to 
other  unregulated  milk  must  also  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  this  source  of  “unregulated” 
milk  even  though  the  State  regulated 
distributor  may  have  paid  a  price  for  the 
Class  I  milk  disposed  of  in  the  Federal 
order  market  that  was  higher  than  the 
uniform  price  established  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  order.  This  is  necessary  for  the 
same  reasons  as  apply  to  any  operator 
of  a  plant  who,  for  whatever  reasons, 
pays  a  price  for  milk  higher  than  the 
Federal  order  uniform  price. 

The  evidence  does  not  show  that  pack¬ 
aged  milk  is  received  from  unregulated 
plants.  However,  in  case  such  a  contin¬ 
gency  should  arise  in  the  future,  a  rule 
for  dealing  with  it  must  be  provided.  In 
the  absence  of  evidence  as  to  a  specific 
method  of  dealing  with  such  receipts,  it 
should  be  provided  that  packaged  milk 
received  from  an  unregulated  plant  will 
be  treated  the  same  as  bulk  ndlk. 

Producer-handler  surplus,  reconsti¬ 
tuted  milk,  non-Orade  A  milk.  Certain 
milk  by  its  very  nature  must  be  treated 
as  surplus  when  received  at  market  pool 
plants  regulated  by  a  Federal  order  and, 
therefore,  it  must  be  assigned  a  surplus 
value.  One  such  source  is  milk  received 
at  a  regulated  plant,  in  either  bulk  or 
packaged  form,  from  a  producer-handler 
(under  any  Federal  order).  Another 
source  is  milk  produced  by  the  reconsti¬ 
tution  to  fiuld  form  of  manufactured 
dsdry  products,  such  as  fiuld  skim  milk 
made  by  the  addition  of  water  to  nonfat 
dry  milk.  Still  another  source  is  milk  of 
manufacturing  grade  (non-Orade  A 
milk)  which  is  not  eligible  for  disposi¬ 
tion  for  fluid  consumption  in  the  market. 
As  to  milk  from  these  sources,  a  pay¬ 
ment  into  the  producer-settlement  fund 
at  the  difference  between  the  Class  I 
and  surplus  prices  must  be  required  of 
the  receiving  handler  when  such  milk  is 
allocated  to  Class  I,  following  “down- 
allocation”  to  the  extent  it  can  be  ab¬ 
sorbed  in  lower  priced  uses. 

In  this  order  as  in  most  other  orders, 
the  producer-handler  is  exempt  from 
the  pooling  and  prlclnc  provis’ons.  This 
exemption  is  based  on  the  pr’nciple  that 
the  producer-handler  assiunes  the  bur¬ 
den  of  disposing  of  his  milk  supplies  in 


excess  of  his  Class  I  milk  needs.  Being 
exempt  f  rmn  these  provisions  of  the  order 
makes  it  possible  for  the  luroducer-han- 
dler  to  retain  the  full  return  fnnn  his 
Class  I  sales  of  milk  on  routes  even 
though  such  sales  are  in  competition 
with  regulated  handlers. 

Producer-handlers  are  primarily  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  distribution  of  Class  I  and 
Class  n  milk.  Normally  they  do  not 
maintain  facilities  for  proceraing  and 
manufacturing  any  milk  produced  in  ex- 
'cess  of  their  fiuid  needs.  Because  of 
seasonality  of  milk  production  and  for 
other  reasons,  producer-handlers  will 
produce  some  milk  in  excess  of  their 
needs.  The  best  available  outlets  for 
this  surplus  milk  usually  are  to  fully 
regiilated  plants  in  the  market.  In  view 
of  a  producer-handler’s  limited  capacity 
for  utilizing  excess  supplies  of  milk,  it 
is  often  economically  advantageous  for 
him  to  dispose  of  such  excesses  at  sur¬ 
plus  prices  to  regulated  handlers.  Such 
milk,  therefore,  would  be  available  to 
regulated  handlers  at  surplus  prices. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  would  not 
be  appre^riate  to  allow  the  regulated 
handler  credit  from  the  producer-settle¬ 
ment  fimd  at  more  than  a  surplus  price 
for  any  such  purchases. 

Inasmuch  as  a  producer-handler’s  ap¬ 
propriate  competitive  relationship  with 
other  handlers  and  with  other  producers 
depends  upon  the  producer-hsindler  as¬ 
suming  the  burden  of  his  own  surplus, 
an  equitable  relationship  among  the  sev¬ 
eral  groups  would  not  be  achieved  if  a 
producer-handler  were  allowed  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  his  surplus  and  obtain  the  uni¬ 
form  price  for  such  surplus.  As  long  as 
the  producer-handler  has  the  advantage 
of  enjoying  the  full  benefit  of  his  own 
Class  I  route  sales  without  sharing  them 
with  other  producers,  he  should  not  also 
receive  Cla^  I  benefit  from  a. market 
pool,  at  the  expense  of  producers,  for  any 
of  his  milk  which  he  is  unable  to  sell  in 
such  way.  Surplus  milk  purchases  from 
producer-handlers  operating  under  an¬ 
other  order  has  the  same  potential  for 
creating  disorderly  marketing  conditions 
as  surplus  from  producer-handlers  op¬ 
erating  imder  the  same  order.  There¬ 
fore,  no  distinction  in  treatment  for  such 
milk  should  be  provided. 

’The  order  should  provide,  therefore, 
that  milk  received  from  producer-han¬ 
dlers  at  a  pool  plant  should  first  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Class  in  and  then  Class  II 
milk  at  the  pool  plant.  If  any  is  then 
assigned  to  Class  I.  a  payment  into  the 
producer-settlement  fund  at  the  Class  I- 
surplus  price  difference  should  be  ap¬ 
plied.  Such  rate  of  payment  on  receipts 
by  federally  regiilated  handlers  of  milk 
from  producer-handlers  was  ratified  by 
Congress  at  the  time  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended  in  1935,  authorizing  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  milk  orders,  were  reenacted  by 
the  passage  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937.  Diiring  the 
period  between  August  24, 1935.  and  June 
3.  1937,  the  effective  date  of  the  latter 
Act,  six  Federal  milk  orders  were  issued 
imder  such  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act. 
Two  of  such  milk  orders  (Greater  Kan¬ 
sas  City.  Mo.,  and  Fall  River,  Mass.), 
placed  in  effect  during  this  period,  con- 


9934 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


tained  provisions  requiring  handlers  who 
bulk  milk  received  from  producer- 
handlers  in  other  than  the  lowest  priced 
cl^iflcation  to  pay  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  class  use  price  and  the  lowest 
class  (surplus)  price  for  such  mnir  as 
part  of  the  handler’s  total  obligation  for 
milk.  Such  paymait  was  distributed,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  classified  value  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  of  the  handler,  through  the 
market  pool.* 

A  surplus  value  likewise  is  properly  as¬ 
signed  to  reconstituted  milk  (for  in¬ 
stance.  the  result  of  combining  nonfat 
^  milk  or  condensed  milk  with  water) . 
The  products  used  in  such  reconstitution 
process  are  made  from  milk  which  always 
carries  a  manufacturing,  or  surplus 
value.  Producer  milk  used  to  produce 
such  products  is  priced  as  surplus.  Since 
Uie  milk  used  to  produce  these  products 
is  originally  priced  as  surplus  milk,  pay¬ 
ment  into  the  producer-settlonent  fund 
at  the  difference  between  tl^  Class  I  ttni} 
siuplus  price  is  necessary  to  insure  com¬ 
petitive  equity  with  producer  milk  when 
reconstituted  milk  is  used  in  Cfiass  I.  No. 
recognition  should  be  given  to  processing 
costs  involved  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
products  derived  from  unregulated  miiir 
and  used  in  reconstitution,  since  similar 
costs  are  incurred  in  processing  producer 
milk  into  such  products. 

Nonfat  dry  milk  and  condensed  milk 
also  may  be  added  to  fluid  milk  products 
to  increase  the  nonfat  solids  content 
thus  making  so-called  “fortlfled”  fluid 
mUk  products.  The  incentive  for  han¬ 
dlers  to  use  nonfat  milk  solids  to  fortify 
fluid  milk  products  arises  from  the  spe- 
ciflc  demands  of  consumers.  The  in¬ 
creased  emphasis  on  low-fat  diets  and 
the  high  nutritional  value  of  nonfat  sol¬ 
ids  in  relation  to  their  weight  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  increased  demand  for 
added  ncmfat  milk  solids  in  fluid  miiir 
products. 

Such  products  are  distinguished  from 
reconstituted  products,  however,  in  that 
the  resulting  volume  of  fluid  product  is 
not  increased  appreciably  since  no  water 
is  added.  The  essential  economic  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  use  of  nonfat  milk  solids  for 
fortification  of  fluid  milk  products  versus 
their  use  for  reconstitution  is  recognized 
in  the  class  use  definitions.  Ihe  class  use 
definitions,  which  provide  that  the  fluid 
equivalent  of  the  added  solids  shall  be 
Class  rn  (excepting  the  minor  quantity 
of  increase  in  voliime  of  the  fortifled 
product),  and  the  allocation  provisions 
which  would  assign  the  fluid  equivalent 
of  solids  used  to  Class  m  milk,  accom¬ 
plish  appropriate  accounting  and  result 


*7  UA.C.  section  672.  which  contains  the 
codified  language  of  section  4  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  states  in  paragraph  (a)  “Noth¬ 
ing  in  this  Act  BhaU  be  construed  as  invali¬ 
dating  any  marketing  agreement,  license,  or 
order,  or  any  regulatlcm  relating  to  or  any 
provision  of,  or  any  act  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  connection  with  any  such 
agreement,  license  or  raxler  which  has  been 
executed,  issued,  approved,  or  done  under 
sections  601-608,  608a,  608b.  608c,  608d-612, 
613,  614-619,  620,  623,  624  of  this  tiUe,  but 
such  marketing  agreements,  licenses,  orders, 
regulatloas,  provisions,  and  acts  are  expressly 
ratified,  legalized  and  confirmed.** 


In  a  proper  obligation  against  the 
handler. 

Mitt  of  manufacturing  grade  Is  not 
wlglble  for  Cflass  I  uses  under  the  re- 
qi^ments  of  the  health  authorities  In 
the  market.  In  dual-purpose  plants 
however,  such  mitt  could  And  Its  way 
into  Class  I  In  the  pool  plant.  The  ap¬ 
propriate  value  which  attaches  to  such 
mitt  Is  the  surplus  price  because  such 
price  accurately  reflects  its  value  as  man¬ 
ufactured  mitt  only.  The  manufacturing 
value  is  the  price  which  processors  pay 
for  this  grade  of  mitt.  Receipts  at  a 
pool  plant  of  manufacturing  grade  mitt, 
therefore,  should  be  assigned  flrst  to  use 
in  Class  m.  But  should  any  manufac¬ 
turing  grade  mitt  be  assigned  to  Class  I, 
a  pasunent  into  the  producer-settlement 
fund  at  the  difference  between  the  Class 
I  and  surplus  prices  likewise  would  be 
necessary  to  remove  the  competitive  ad¬ 
vantage  this  milk  would  have  In  relation 
to  producer  milk.  Health  authorities  re¬ 
quire  that  the  source  of  milk  eligible  for 
fluid  consumption  (Grade  A  mitt)  must 
be  Identlfled.  Any  receipts  frmn  uni¬ 
dentifiable  sources  must  therefore  be 
treated  as  mitt  of  manufacturing  grade. 

Receipts  from  other  order  plants.  The 
order  should  provide  for  the  assignment 
to  Class  I  (l.e.,  to  be  deducted  from  gross 
Class  I  mitt  In  the  receiving  plant)  of 
98  percent  packaged  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  received  frMn  a  fully  regulated 
plant  under  another  order.  The  remain¬ 
ing  two  percent  should  be  assigned  to 
'  percent  may  be  con¬ 

sidered  as  a  safeguard  against  possible 
‘over-assignment”  of  milk  to  Cflass  I  in 
the  originating  market  (l.e.,  the  assign¬ 
ment  to  such  market  of  a  transferred 
quantity  which  Is  greater,  from  a  prac¬ 
tical  standpoint,  than  normally  can  be 
disposed  of  as  Class  I  in  the  receiving 
market).  Since  It  is  reasonable  to  ex¬ 
pect  some  route  returns  will  be  associate 
with  intermaiket  transfers  just  as  there 
are  In  connection  with  milk  locally  proc¬ 
essed  In  the  receiving  market,  an  allow¬ 
ance  of  two  percent  for  such  returns, 
which  must  fall  Into  surplus  use,  should 
be  Included  to  avoid  such  over-assign¬ 
ment  In  Class  I, 

Prior  to  amendments  to  orders  effec¬ 
tive  August  1.  1964,  a  variety  of  clas¬ 
sification  methods  had  applied  to  Inter¬ 
market  transfers  of  butt  mitt.  Such  a 
variety  of  methods  could  not  achieve 
the  objective  of  appri^rlately  Integrat¬ 
ing  into  the  respective  regulatory 
schemes  In  a  uniform  and  consistent  way 
intermarket  shipments  of  regulated  milk 
Following  the  pattern  of  these  amend¬ 
ments.  a  Class  n  or  Class  m  classifica¬ 
tion  should  apply  whenever  the  parties 
involved  agree  that  the  shipment  In- 
vrfved  Is  for  one  or  the  other  of  these 
class  uses.  A  higher  classification  would 
result  only  when  It  Is  found,  on  ver¬ 
ification,  that  some  portion  of  the  milk 
could  not  have  been  used  In  the  clas- 
siflcation  claimed.  The  portion  then 
would  be  reclassified  as  Class  I. 

Interorder  shipments  of  butt  mitt 
which  are  not  classified  as  CHass  n  or 
CHass  ni  by  agreement  should  be  clas¬ 
sified  as  Class  I,  Class  n,  and  Class  HI 
on  the  basis  of  the  marketwide  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  producer  mitt.  Such  classifica¬ 


tion  should  be  limited,  however,  so 
the  quantity  of  mitt  assigned  to  Class  H 
and  Class  lH  is  not  greater  than  the 
receiving,  handler  has  utilized  In  such 
classes. 

The  order  should  not  provide  for 
marketwide  proratlon  of  milk  received 
from  an  other  order  plant  when  the 
reiving  handler  has  a  greater  propor- 
wn  of  mitt  in  Classes  n  and  m  than 
the  average  In  the  receiving  market 
Marketwide  proratlon  of  receipts  of  milk 
from  other  markets  Is  designed  to  deal 
primarily  with  milk  received  by  a  han- 
cfler  who  Is  supplementing  his  local  sup¬ 
ply  for  Class  r  use.  Marketwide  pro- 
ration  would  tend  to  encourage  imduly 
and  uneconomlcally  the  Importation  of 
n^k  by  a  handler  with  a  higher  propor- 
^n  of  mitt  in  Classes  n  and  m  than 
the  market  average  because  It  would 
assign  a  disproportionate  share  of  local 
producers’  mitt  to  such  classes. 

The  particular  classification  which  is 
given  to  butt  transfers  from  other  orders 
will  be  within  the  control  of  the  receiving 
handler  and  there  will  be  no  monetary 
obligation  placed  on  him  for  this  milk 
by  the  receiving  market  order.  Inas¬ 
much  as  other  Federal  orders  from  which 
mitt  might  be  received  have  provisions 
corresponding  to  those  herein  adopted, 
the  situation  win  not  arise  where  milk 
transferred  would  be  classified  as  Class  I 
In  the  shipping  maricet  and  Class  H  or 
Class  in  In  this  market  since  the  same 
classiflcatkm  would  apply  In  both 
markets. 

Assigning  the  butt  receipts  from  other 
order  plants  to  the  handler’s  system 
utilization  win  prevent  a  handler  with 
more  than  one  plant  from  discriminating 
against  either  his  own  producers  or  those 
supphring  the  other  JWeral  order  market 
by  Importing  mitt  not  serving  a  bona  fide 
need  for  Class  I  use.  It  should  be  pro¬ 
vided,  therefore,  that  assignments  of  in¬ 
terorder  butt  mitt  should  l)e  made  over 
all  utUlzation  of  milk  at  all  the  handler’s 
regxilated  plants  In  the  receiving  market. 

Handlers  who  receive  mitt  from  other 
order  plants  or  from  tmregtilated  plants 
should  be  precluded  from  transferring 
such  milk  to  regulated  plants  of  other 
handlers  at  a  utilization  higher  than 
would  have  resulted  from  a  direct  receipt 
at  the  second  plant.  Unless  the  wder 
so  provides,  it  would  be  posslUe  to  use  a 
I^ant  with  high  Class  I  utilization  as  a 
conduit  for  receiving  milk  from  other 
order  plants  and  avoid  the  allocation 
provisions  aimllcable  to  milk  received 
directly  from  other  order  unregulated 
plants. 

In  any  month  In  which  butt  milk  is 
received  In  the  market  (without  agree¬ 
ment  as  to  Class  H  or  Class  m  classifica¬ 
tion  on  the  part  the  handlers  Involved  - 
In  the  transfer)  It  will  be  necessary  that 
the  administrator  In  the  shipping  market 
know  the  classification  of  such  mitt  on 
or  about  the  date  when  hsmdler  reports 
are  due  under  tiiat  order.  Since  the  re¬ 
porting  dates  under  orders  are  similar,  it 
is  possible  the  maricet  administrator  may 
not  have  complete  Information  to  com¬ 
pute  his  exact  marketwide  utilization  of 
producer  milk  by  the  time  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  a  transfer  Is  needed  by  the  ad¬ 
ministrator  In  the  shipping  market.  It 
Is  provided,  therefore,  that,  when  neces- 


Tuesday,  August  10,  196S 

sary,  the  market  administrator  will  esti¬ 
mate  the  marketwide  utilization  of 
producer  milk  for  piuposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  allocation  of  bulk  milk  received 
from  other  orders.  It  Is  provided  that 
such  estimate  will  be  made  and  publicly 
announced  to  the  nearest  whole  percent¬ 
age  and,  for  this  purpose,  will  be  final. 

Federal  orders  generally  provide  that 
the  administrator  of  any  order  receiving 
bulk  milk  from  an  other  Federal  order 
will  promptly  notify  the  administrator  of 
the  shipping  market  of  the  allocation  of 
such  milk  so  that  a  compatible  classifi¬ 
cation  on  such  milk  may  be  applied  un¬ 
der  the  shipping  orders.  Information 
as  to  the  classification  of  such  milk  must 
be  passed  on  by  the  respective  adminis¬ 
trators  to  the  handlers  Involved  so  that 
handlers  may  know  the  basis  of  their  ob¬ 
ligation  on  such  milk.  This  order  should 
provide  similarly  for  such  Interchange 
of  information. 

Situaticms  may  arise  where  plants  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  and  another  Federal  order 
ship  milk  back  and  forth  during  the 
same  month  (Le.,  each  plant  ships  milk 
to  the  other  plant).  If  such  ship¬ 
ments  are  of  a  similar  nature  (packaged 
milk,  bulk  milk  designated  for  surplus 
disposal,  or  bulk  milk  not  so  designated) 
only  transfers  of  milk  between  two  plants 
which  are  not  offset  by  an  equal  quantity 
of  milk  received  from  the  second  plant 
be  considered.  Since  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  this  milk  In  the  shipping  market 
is  based  on  Its  allocation  In  the  receiving 
market,  only  the  net  difference  In  trans¬ 
ferred  quantities  (In  terms  of  butterfat 
and  skim  milk)  need  be  allocated  In  the 
receiving  market.  (Otherwise,  from  a 
mechanical  standpoint,  neither  market 
could  allocate  receipts  of  milk  to  classes 
until  all  milk  had  been  classified.  Includ¬ 
ing  the  shipment  to  the  other  market. 

(c)  Class  prices — (1)  Class  I  price. 
The  price  for  Class  I  milk  should  be  com¬ 
puted  by  adding  $2.85  to  a  basic  formula 
price. 

The  method  of  adding  a  differential  to 
a  basic  formula  price  In  determining  the 
Class  I  price  gives  appropriate  consider¬ 
ation  to  the  economic  factors  underlying 
changes  in  the  general  level  of  prices  for 
milk  and  manufactured  dairy  products. 
Prices  for  milk  used  for  fluid  purposes 
in  the  proposed  marketing  area  have 
a  direct  relationship  to  the  prices  paid 
for  milk  used  for  manufacturing  pur¬ 
poses. 

A  differential  over  manufacturing  milk 
prices  Is  necessary  to  cover  the  extra 
costs  of  meeting  quality  requirements  in 
the  production  of  market  milk  and  trans¬ 
portation  costs  to  the  fluid  market,  smd 
to  furnish  the  necessary  Incentive  for 
dairy  farmers  to  produce  and  deliver 
an  adequate  supply  of  quality  milk  to 
meet  the  demand  for  fluid  consumption. 

Producers  and  handlers  proiKMed  that 
the  Class  I  price  be  computed  by  adding 
a  specified  differentled  to  a  basic  formula 
price.  As  the  basic  formula  price,  they 
proposed  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  man- 
~*J®turing  milk  price  series.  This  series 
is  based  on  prices  paM  at  a  large  number 
OT  manufacturing  plants  In  each  of  the 
wo  states.  Plant  operators  repmt  the 
pounds  of  manufacturing  grade 
ihilk  received  from  farmers,  the  total 
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butterfat  content  and  total  dollars  paid 
to  dairy  fanners  for  such  milk,  fu>.b. 
plant.  These  prices  are  reported  on  a 
current  montti  basis  and  the  announced 
Minnesota- Wisconsin  price  Is  available 
on  or  before  the  fifth  day  of  the  following 
month.  The  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price 
series  Is  the  basic  formula  price  In  61 
Federal  order  markets.  Including  mar¬ 
kets  that  serve  as  sources  of  supplemen¬ 
tal  milk  for  Tampa  Bay  handlers. 

Producers  proposed  a  CHass  I  differen¬ 
tial  of  $3.20  and  handlers  a  differential 
of  $2.50  to  be  added  to  the  basic  formula 
price. 

The  Class  I  price  mimt  be  established 
at  a  level  which.  In  conjunction  with  the 
Class  n  and  Class  m  prices,  hereinafter 
discussed,  will  result  In  returns  to  pro¬ 
ducers  high  enough  to  maintain  an  ade¬ 
quate.  but  not  excessive,  supply  of  quality 
milk  to  meet  the  requirements  of  con- 
siuners,  including  the  necessary  market 
reserves.  The  Class  I  price  also  must  be 
in  alignment  with  those  prevailing  In 
nearby  Federal  order  markets  but  should 
not  be  at  a  level  which  exceeds  the  cost 
of  obtaining  milk  of  acceptable  quality 
and  regular  availability  from  alternative 
sources. 

Proper  recognition  must  be  given  to 
the  prices  at  which  alternative  sources  of 
supply  are  available,  particularly  since 
any  milk  plant  wherever  located  may  be¬ 
come  a  pool  plant  imder  the  proposed 
order  by  meeting  the  prescribed  qualifi¬ 
cations. 

Milk  qualified  for  fluid  distribution  Is 
available  for  the  Tampa  Bay  market 
from  other  Federal  order  markets  and. 
In  fact,  Tampa  Bay  handlers  generally 
depend  on  other  order  plants  for  sup¬ 
plemental  supplies.  The  Tampa  Bay 
Class  I  price  must  bear  a  close  relation¬ 
ship  to  Class  I  prices  under  these  orders. 
Otherwise,  regulated  handlers  would  turn 
to  these  sources  for  their  milk  supplies 
even  when  local  milk  Is  available. 

Nashville  Is  the  principal  soiux»  of 
supplemental  milk  for  the  Tampa  Bay 
market.  Such  supplemental  milk  is  ob¬ 
tained  by  Tampa  Bay  handlers  from  the 
Nashville  Milk  Producers  Association,  a 
handler  imder  the  Nashville  Federal 
order.  The  cost  to  Tampa  Bay  handlers 
for  milk  fr(xn  Nashville  and  other  Fed¬ 
eral  order  markets  will  not  vary  signif¬ 
icantly.  This  Is  because  the  Class  I 
prices  In  all  such  markets  must  bear  a 
reasonable  relationship  to  each  other. 
Relating  the  Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  to 
that  provided  In  the  Nashville  order 
would,  therefore,  reasonably  align  It  with 
the  Class  I  prices  in  the  various  orders 
that  are  sources  of  supplemental  ndlk 
for  Tampa  Bay  handlers. 

In  1964,  the  Nashville  Class  I  price 
averaged  $4.63  per  hundredweight  for 
milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  Nash¬ 
ville  Is  714  miles  from  Tampa.  At  1.5 
cents  per  hundredweight  for  each  10 
miles  (the  location  differential  appli¬ 
cable  under  the  NashviUe  order)  the 
hauling  cost  for  Nashville  milk  delivered 
to  Tampa  Is  $1.07.  On  this  basis,  the 
Nashville' Class  I  price  f.o.b.  Tampa 
averaged  $5.70  per  hundredweight  In 
1064.  This  latter  price  gives  no  con- 
sidMation  to  the  handling  charges  in¬ 
curred  in  moving  milk  between  markets. 


The  proposed  Tampft  Bay  Class  I  price 
for  milk  containing  3.6  percent  butterfat 
averaged  $6.03  In  1964.  The  33-cent  dif¬ 
ference  betwe^  this  price  and  the  Nash¬ 
ville  Class  I  price  f  .o.b.  Tampa  gives  con¬ 
sideration  to  a  reasonable  first  handling 
charge  that  must  be  Incurred  In  moving 
tunic  between  plants  and  obtains  an  ap¬ 
propriate  alignment  of  the  propos^ 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  with  those  In 
other  Federal  order  markets  where  sup¬ 
plemental  suwlies  of  milk  may  be 
obtained. 

It  would  be  appropriate  to  re-examine 
the  Class  I  pri^g  structure  at  a  public 
hearing  after  the  accumulation  of  at 
least  one  year’s  data  on  sui^liee  and 
sales.  At  that  time,  sufficient  experi¬ 
ence  under  the  order  wUl  be  available 
to  determine  whether  the  Class  I  price 
shall  be  adjusted.  Also,  sufficient  data 
will  be  available  to  determine  whether  a 
su]n>ly-demand  adjustor  should  be  incor¬ 
porated  in  the  order  to  automatically 
vary  the  Class  I  price  In  relation  to  cur¬ 
rent  supply-sales  relationships.  For  this 
reason,  the  Class  I  price  adopted  herein 
will  be  effective  for  a  period  oi  only  18 
months  frmn  the  effective  date  of  the 
Class  I  pricing  provision. 

Producers  proposed  that  the  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  order  Class  I  price  be 
iised  as  a  limiting  factor  in  establishing 
the  Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price.  This 
would  be  accomplished  by  providing  that 
the  Class  I  price  resulting  f  nun  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  a  differential  to  the  basic  formula 
be  limited  so  as  not  to  exceed  by  more 
than  10  cents  or  be  more  than  20  cents 
below  the  Southeastern  Florida  CTlass  I 
price  for  the  same  month.  This  pro¬ 
posal  was  opposed  by  handlers. 

The  tying  of  the  prices  in  one  market 
to  those  In  another  should  not  be  pro¬ 
vided  unless  both  the  supply  and  sales 
conditions  In  the  two  markets  are  so  inti¬ 
mately  related  that  the  prices  in  one 
market  should,  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances,  be  determinative  of  the  prices 
in  the  other  market.  Such  a  relation¬ 
ship  does  not  exist  In  the  Tampa  Bay 
market  with  reference  to  Southeastern 
Florida.  It  is  apparent  that  there  has 
been  some  intermingling  of  sales  by 
plants  In  the  Tampa  Bay  area  and  plants 
under  the  Southeastern  Florida  Federal 
order  in  the  past  few  years.  Whettier 
this  situation  will  continue  after  the 
Issuance  of  a  Tampa  Bay  order  is  un¬ 
certain.  The  supply  sltuaUon  between 
the  two  areas  Is  not  similar  however. 
The  Tampa  Bay  area  is  closer  geographi¬ 
cally  to  alternative  sources  of  supply 
from  other  Federal  order  markets  than 
Is  the  Southeastern  Florida  area.  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  does  not  serve  as  an  al¬ 
ternative  source  of  supply  for  Tampa. 
Instead,  the  alternative  sources  oi  supply 
for  Tampa  from  other  Federal  orders  are 
to  the  north,  particularly  the  Nashville 
market. 

If  a  tie  to  the  Southeastern  Florida 
price  were  adopted,  this  could  cause  price 
dislocations  with  markets  to  the  north 
which  will  have  a  greater  Influence  on 
mariceting  conditions  in  the  Tampa  Bay 
area  than  in  the  Southeastern  Florida 
area.  Such  price  dislocations  could 
Jeopardize  orderly  marketing  conditions 
in  the  Tampa  Bay  area.  For  these  rea- 
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sons,  it  is  not  apprc^riate  to  provide  a 
tie  of  the  Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  to  the 
Class  I  price  to  Southeastern  Florida. 

A  handler  proposed  a  Class  I  price  of 
$5.42  (3.5  percent  iMitterfat)  for  milk 
sold  to  a  military  installation  under  a 
contract  made  prior  to  the  hearing.  The 
Class  I  price  established  herein  is  foimd 
to  be  necessary  to  insure  a  sufficient  sup¬ 
ply  of  milk  for  Uie  market.  There  is  no 
justification  cm  the  record  for  a  lower 
price  for  a  part  of  the  market’s  Class  I 
sales. 

Fluctuations  in  Class  I  prices  are  not 
imccmunon  in  Federal  order  markets  in 
which  milk  is  sold  on  a  contract  basis. 
Any  risks  involved  in  such  fluctuations 
must  be  borne  by  the  person  willing  to 
sell  milk  imd^  conditions  specified  in 
such  contracts.  Because  a  handler  was 
able  to  obtain  milk  for  a  certain  Class  I 
outlet  below  the  prevailing  Class  I  price 
does  not  Justify  establishing  a  s^^arate 
class  or  a  different  price  for  such  Class  I 
outlet  under  the  proposed  order. 

(2)  Class  II  price.  The  Class  n  price 
should  be  established  by  adding  $1.00  to 
the  basic  formula  price.  Ihe  Class  n 
price  thus  computed  for  1964,  would  have 
averaged  $4.18.  Ihe  actual  Class  n 
price  under  the  Southeastern  Florida 
order  for  the  same  year  was  $4.16. 

The  method  at  adding  a  fixed  dif¬ 
ferential  to  the  basic  formula  price  was 
proposed  by  both  producers  and  han¬ 
dlers.  Producers  proposed  a  differential 
of  $1.00  while  hanffiers  pit^>osed  85  c^ts. 

As  menticmed  previously,  locally  pro¬ 
duced  milk  is  not  always  sufficioit  to 
meet  handlers’  total  needs.  When  local 
supplies  are  short,  handlers  obtain  con¬ 
centrated  dairy  products  from  other 
sources  for  further  processing  into  Class 
n  products  in  their  plants.  ’The  cost  of 
such  supplies  are  affected  by  taranqpor- 
tatioQ  over  long  distances.  Local  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  supplies  used  in  Class  n  com¬ 
pete  direcUy  with  these  concentrated 
products  delivered  to  the  ’Tampa  Bay 
area.  The  order  price  must  be  main¬ 
tained  in  close  alignment  with  the  cost 
of  these  alternative  supplies. 

The  Class  n  price  established  herein 
will  provide  approximately  the  same  price 
level  as  provided  under  the  past  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Florida  Milk  Ck>mml8slon 
and  as  now  provided  in  the  Southeastern 
Florida  order. 

(3)  Class  III  price.  The  Class  m  price 
should  be  established  by  adding  15  cents 
to  the  basic  formula  price. 

’Ihe  basic  formula  price  refiects  the 
value  of  manufacturing  milk  in  the 
major  milk  production  areas  of  the 
United  States.  Because  manufactured 
milk  products  compete  on  a  national  ba¬ 
sis,  it  is  important  that  the  price  fra: 
svuplus  uses  in  the  Tampa  Bay  market 
be  in  close  alignment  with  similar  uses 
nationally.  Producers  proposed  to  add 
15  cents  to  the  basic  formula  price  while 
handlers  proposed  a  Class  m  price  at  the 
level  of  the  basic  formula  price. 

Negligible  quantities  of  milk  for  Class 
m  uses  are  produced  in  Florida.  Han¬ 
dlers  depend  on  shipments  of  products 
in  manufactured  form  for  most  of  their 
Class  m  requirements.  On  these  manu¬ 
factured  products,  they  incur  trans];x>rta- 
tion  charges,  although  at  relatively  low 


rates  in  terms  of  dollars  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  milk  equivalent. 

The  Class  m  price  should  be  at  such 
a  level  that  handlers  will  accept  and 
market  whatever  quantities  of  milk  in 
excess  of  Class  I  and  n  needs  may  arise 
from  time  to  time.  The  price,  however, 
should  not  be  so  low  that  handlers  will 
be  encouraged  to  seek  milk  supplies  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  converting  them  into 
Class  in  products. 

’The  pricing  of  reserve  milk  as  herein 
proposed  should  refiect  the  competitive 
value  of  reserve  milk  utilized  for  manu¬ 
facturing  piuT>oses  in  the  area  and  will 
refiect  the  competitive  value  of  manu¬ 
facturing  milk  on  a  national  basis.  It 
provides  approximately  the  same  price 
level  for  products  included  in  Class  m 
which  has  prevailed  in  this  market. 

(4)  Butterfat  differentials.  Because 
of  variations  in  the  butterfat  content  of 
milk  delivered  by  individual  producers 
and  in  milk  and  milk  products  sold  by 
different  handlers,  it  is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  “butterfat  differentials’’  to  insure 
equitable  payments  for  such  variations 
in  butterfat. 

’The  Class  I  and  Class  n  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferentials  should  be  established  at  7.5 
cents  for  each  one-tenth  of  one  percent 
variation  in  butterfat  above  or  below  3.5 
percent.  The  Class  m  butterfat  differ¬ 
ential  should  be  determined  by  multiply¬ 
ing  the  Chicago  butter  price  by  0.115. 

'The  butterfat  differentials  thus  pro¬ 
vided  were  proposed  by  producers  and 
handlers.  ’The  Class  I  and  Class  n 
butterfat  differentials  are  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  the  Southeastern 
Florida  order  and  represent  the  value  of 
butterfat  when  disposed  of  in  the  fluid 
items  included  in  these  classes.  The 
Class  m  butterfat  differential  of  11.5 
percent  of  the  Chicago  butter  price  wUl 
facilitate  the  movement  of  butterfat  in 
the  reserve  supply  of  milk  to  manufactur¬ 
ing  outlets  since  it  will  vary  from  month 
to  month  as  the  price  of  butter  varies. 

The  Class  n  and  Class  m  prices  and 
the  Class  m  butterfat  differential  will 
not  be  announced  imtil  after  the  end  of 
the  month  and  should  be  based  on  cur¬ 
rent  month  prices.  Although  handlers 
will  not  know  the  exact  cost  of  Class  n 
and  Cfiass  m  milk  as  it  is  utilized,  they 
will  know  that  their  costs  tend  to  follow 
daily  and  weekly  daii7  production  prices 
and  cost  of  milk  to  their  principal 
competitors. 

The  butterfat  differential  to  producers 
should  be  calculated  at  the  average  of  the 
Class  I.  Class  n,  and  Class  m  butterfat 
differentials  weighted  by  the  proportion 
of  butterfat  in  producer  milk  classified 
in  each  class  during  the  month.  Thus, 
returns  to  producers  will  reflect  the  ac¬ 
tual  value  of  their  butterfat  at  the  class 
prices  provided  by  the  orders. 

(5)  Location  adjustments.  Location 
differentials  should  be  incorporated  in 
the  order  to  provide  an  appropriate  ad¬ 
justment  to  the  Class  I  and  uniform 
prices  based  on  the  location  of  any  plant 
at  which  producer  milk  or  other  source 
milk  is  received. 

Class  I  milk  products,  because  of  their 
bulky,  perishable  nature,  incm  a  rela¬ 
tively  high  transportation  cost  if  kuch 
products  or  the  milk  used  to  produce 


them  are  moved  considerable  distances. 
Milk  delivered  directly  by  farmers  to 
plants  in  or  near  the  urban  centers  In 
the  defined  marketing  area,  therefore,  is 
worth  more  to  a  handler  than  milk  which 
is  received  from  farmers  at  a  plant  lo¬ 
cated  many  miles  from  the  market, 
is  so  because  in  the  latter  instance,  the 
handler  must  incur  the  additional  cost  of 
moving  that  milk  to  the  central  market 
Under  these  conditions,  the  value  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  delivered  to  plants  located 
some  distance  from  the  market  is  reduced 
in  proportion  to  the  distance  (and  the 
cost  of  transporting  such  milk)  from  the 
point  of  receipt  to  the  market.  Provid¬ 
ing  location  differentials  based  on  the 
cost  of  moving  milk  to  the  market  will 
insure  tiniform  pricing  to  all  handlers 
regardless  of  the  location  where  the  milk 
is  procured. 

To  be  equitable  to  all  handlers,  the 
Class  I  price  should  not  be  dependent  on 
the  type  of  plant  receiving  the  milk.  To 
the  extent  that  milk  is  received  at  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  from  producers  at  a  con¬ 
siderable  distance  from  the  market  and 
brought  to  the  market  by  the  handler, 
he  has  assumed  a  transportation  cost 
which  might  otherwise  be  borne  by  pro¬ 
ducers.  Accordingly,  the  Class  I  pito 
should  be  adjusted  downward  at  such 
plants  to  reflect  the  cost  of  hauling 
milk  to  market. 

For  milk  received  at  a  plant  north  of 
Pinellas,  Hillsborough.  Polk  and  Os¬ 
ceola  Counties  and  70  miles  or  more  from 
the  City  Hall  in  Tampa,  the  Class  I  price 
should  be  reduced  10  cents  from  70  to  85 
miles  plus  1.5  cents  for  each  additional 
10  miles  or  fraction  thereof  that  such 
plant  is  from  Tampa’s  City  Eiall.  Milk 
can  move  efficiently  from  farms  to  pool 
plants  located  within  the  area  in  which 
no  location  differential  will  be  applicable. 
The  distributing  plants  that  wmild  im¬ 
mediately  beccMne  subject  to  the  Tampa 
Bay  order  are  within  the  curea  in  which 
no  location  differmtlal  would  be  ap¬ 
plicable. 

The  location  differential  rates  herein 
proposed  are  economically  soimd  and 
representative  of  the  cost  of  tnmsportlng 
milk  to  market  by  efficient  means.  Also, 
they  are  compatible  with  those  effective 
under  the  l^utheastem  Florida  milk 
order. 

Uniform  prices  psdd  producers  supply¬ 
ing  plants  at  which  location  differentials 
apply  should  likewise  be  adjusted  to  re¬ 
flect  the  value  of  milk  f  .o.b.  the  point  to 
which  delivered. 

No  adjustment  should  be  made  in  the 
Class  n  and  (^ass  HI  prices  because  of 
the  location  of  the  plsint  to  which  the 
milk  is  delivered.  There  is  little  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  value  of  milk  for  these 
uses  associated  with  location  of  the  plant 
receiving  the  noilk.  ’This  is  because  of 
the  low  cost  per  hunderweight  of  n^ 
involved  in  transporting  manufactured 
products  or  the  concentrated  products 
which  may  be  used  in  Class  H  products. 

To  Insure  that  tniik  will  not  be  moved 
imnecessarily  at  producers’  expense,  the 
order  should  contain  a  provision  to  w- 
termine  whether  milk  trsuisferred  be¬ 
tween  plants  may  receive  the  location 
differential  credit.  This  should  provide 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  calculating  such 
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location  differential  credit,  tbe  ddm  milk 
god  butterfat  in  fluid  milk  products 
transferred  In  bulk  be  assigned  in  se¬ 
quence  to  the  available  dcim  milk  and 
luitterfat  classified  in  Class  I  In  the 
transferee  plant  before  any  such  milk  is 
allocated  to  Class  n  or  Class  m  milk  at 
such  plant  after  assignment  of  local  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  to  Class  L  The  assignment 
of  milk  transferred  in  bulk  would  be 
i^e  in  sequence  according  to  the  loca¬ 
tion  differential  applicable  at  each  plant, 
beginning  with  the  plant  nearest  the 
Tampa  City  Hall. 

Use  of  equivalent  prices.  If  for  any 
reason  a  price  quotation  required  by  the 
order  for  computing  class  prices  or  for 
purposes  is  not  available  in  the 
manner  described,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  should  use  a  price  determined  by 
the  Secretary  to  be  equivalent  to  the 
price  which  is  required.  Including  such 
provision  in  the  order  will  leave  no  \m- 
eertainty  with  respect  to  the  procedure 
which  shall  be  followed  in  the  absence 
of  any  price  quotations  which  are  cus¬ 
tomarily  used  and  thereby  wUl  prevent 
any  unnecessary  interruption  in  the 
operation  of  the  order. 

(d)  Distribution  of  the  proceeds  to 
producers.  A  marketwide  equllization 
pool  should  be  included  In  the  proposed 
order  as  a  means  of  distributing  to  pro¬ 
ducers  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
their  milk.  Such  a  pool  will  assure  a 
producer  supplying  the  order  market  a 
return  based  on  his  pro  rata  share  of 
the  total  Class  I  sales  of  such  market. 
The  "blend”  that  a  producer  receives  for 
each  month’s  deliveries  will  be  a  price 
based  on  the  overall  utilization  of  all 
producer  milk  received  at  the  pool  plants 
of  all  regulated  handlers  during  such 
month. 

The  uniformity  of  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  provided  under  a  marketwide  pool 
permits  a  handler  either  to  maintain  a 
manufacturing  operation  in  his  plant  to 
handle  the  seasonal  and  dally  reserve 
supplies  of  milk  or  to  limit  the  operation 
at  his  plant  to  the  handling  of  milk  for 
Class  I  purposes  only,  without  affecting 
the  blended  prices  payable  to  Ids  pro¬ 
ducers  as  against  other  producers  in  the 
market.  The  facilities  in  the  various 
plants  in  the  area  for  handling  producer 
milk  in  excess  of  that  needed  for  Class  I 
purposes  vary  considerably.  While  a 
number  of  plants  in  the  market  are  ex¬ 
clusively  Class  I  operations  and  handle 
little  or  no  surplus  milk,  some  plants 
which  would  be  subject  to  the  order 
handle  milk  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
Under  these  conditions,  a  marketwide 
pool  in  the  Tampa  Bay  marketing  area 
will  facilitate  the  marketing  of  producer 
•nllk.  A  marketwide  pool  will  make  it 
possible  for  producer  associations  to  as¬ 
sist  in  diverting  seasonal  reserve  milk 
and  thus  keep  producers  on  the  market 
who  are  needed  to  fulfill  the  year-round 
rwjulrements  of  the  market.  It  will  as¬ 
sist  also  in  apportioning  among  all  pro¬ 
ducers  the  lower  returns  from  reserve 
milk  where  otherwise  this  burden  would 
be  placed  on  individual  groups  of  pro- 
<iucers.  A  marketwide  pool  will  thereby 
contribute  to  market  stability  and  the 
attainment  of  an  adequate  and  depend¬ 
able  supply  of  producer  milk. 


Payments  to  producers.  Each  handler 
under  the  order  should  pay  each  pro¬ 
ducer  for  milk  received  frmn  such  pro¬ 
ducer.  and  for  which  payment  is  not 
made  to  a  cooperative  association,  at  not 
less  than  the  applicable  uniform  price. 
Provision  also  Is  made  for  partial  pay¬ 
ments  ”tn  advance”  for  milk  received 
during  each  half  of  the  month. 

Producers  in  the  Tampa  Bay  area  his¬ 
torically  have  received  partial  payments 
and  the  proposed  paiunents  adopted 
herein  were  supported  by  both  producers 
and  handlers.  The  first  partial  payment 
for  mUk  delivered  during  the  first  15  dairs 
of  the  month  will  be  required  on  or  before 
the  20th  day  of  the  month  at  not  less 
than  85  percent  of  the  uniform  price  of 
the  preening  month.  On  or  before  the 
second  day  of  the  following  month  for 
milk  received  from  the  16th  to  the  last 
day  of  the  month,  a  second  partial  pay¬ 
ment  will  be  required  at  the  same  rate 
as  the  first  partial  payment.  Final  pay¬ 
ment  to  producers  will  be  required  on  or 
before  the  15th  day  of  the  month  at  the 
applicable  rmlform  price  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  month,  less  partial  payments  emd 
authorized  deductions. 

During  the  first  month  the  pricing  pro¬ 
visions  are  effective  there  will  be  no  pre¬ 
vious  month’s  uniform  price  on  which  to 
base  partial  payments.  For  this  reason, 
a  minimum  partial  payment  rate  of  $4.00 
per  hundredweight  is  provided  for  such 
month.  This  amount  will  approximate 
the  Class  n  price. 

Provision  should  be  made  for  a  coop¬ 
erative  association  to  receive  payment  for 
the  producer  milk  which  it  causes  to  be 
delivered  to  a  pool  plant.  The  taking  of 
title  to  milk  of  its  members  and  the 
blending  of  proceeds  for  the  sale  of  such 
milk  will  tend  to  promote  the  orderly 
marketing  milk  and  will  assist  a  co<^ 
erative  in  discharging  its  responsibility 
to  its  members  and  to  the  market. 

The  Act  provides  for  the  payment  by 
handlers  to  cooperatives  for  milk  deliv¬ 
ered  by  them  and  permits  the  blending 
of  all  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  members’ 
milk. 

The  contracts  with  its  members  au¬ 
thorize  the  principal  cooperatives  in  the 
markets  to  collect  payment  for  producer 
milk.  Therefore,  each  handler,  if  re¬ 
quested  by  such  cooperative  association, 
would  pay  such  association  an  amount 
equal  to  the  smn  of  the  individual  pay¬ 
ments  otherwise  payable  to  such  produc¬ 
ers.  Handlers  should  be  required  to  make 
payments  to  the  cooperative  association 
for  milk  received  during  the  month  on 
or  before  the  second  day  prior  to  the  date 
payments  are  due  individual  producers. 

At  the  time  settlement  is  made  for  milk 
received  from  producers  during  the 
month,  the  handler  should  be  required  to 
furnish  to  each  producer  (or  his  coop¬ 
erative  association)  a  supporting  state¬ 
ment.  This  statement  should  show  the 
pounds  and  butterfat  tests  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  such  producer,  the  rate  of 
pasunent  for  such  milk  and  a  description 
of  any  deductions  claimed  by  the  hsmdler. 

Producer-settlement  fund.  All  pro¬ 
ducers  will  receive  payment  at  the  rate 
of  the  marketwide  uniform  price  each 
month  and  because  the  payment  due 
from  each  handler  for  producer  milk  at 


the  applicable  class  prices  may  be  more 
or  less  than  he  is  required  to  pay  directly 
to  producers,  a  method  of  equalizing  this 
difference  is  necessary.  A  producer- 
settlement  ftmd  should  be  established  for 
this  piupose.  A  handler  whose  obliga¬ 
tion  for  producer  milk  received  diirlng 
the  month  is  greater  than  the  amount 
he  is  required  to  pay  producers  for  such 
milk  at  the  applicable  uniform  prices 
wmild  pay  the  difference  into  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  and  each  handler 
whose  obligation  for  producer  milk  is  less 
than  the  applicable  imiform  price  values 
would  receive  payment  of  the  difference 
from  the  fund.  Provision  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  as  set  forth  in  the 
attached  order  is  similar  to  that  con¬ 
tained  in  all  other  Federal  orders  with 
martcetwide  pools. 

For  efficient  functioning  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fomd,  a  reasonable  re¬ 
serve  should  be  set  aside  at  the  end  of 
each  month.  This  is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  such  contingencies  as  the  failure 
of  a  handler  to  make  payment  of  his 
monthly  billing  to  the  fund  or  the  pay¬ 
ment  to  a  handler  from  the  fund  by 
reason  of  an  audit  adjustment.  The  re¬ 
serve.  which  would  be  operated  as  a 
revolving  fund  and  adjusted  each  month, 
is  established  in  the  attached  order  at 
not  less  than  fom:  nor  more  than  five 
cents  per  hundredweight  of  producer 
milk  in  the  pool  for  the  month. 

Any  payments  on  partially  regulated 
milk  received  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  from  any  handler  would  be  deposited 
in  the  producer-settlement  fimd.  Money 
thus  deposited  would  be  Included  in  the 
uniform  price  computation  and  thereby 
be  distributed  to  all  producers  on  the 
market. 

Marketing  services.  Provisions  should 
be  made  in  the  order  for  fiunishing  mar¬ 
keting  services  to  producers,  such  as 
verifying  the  tests  and  weights  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  and  fiunishing  market  in¬ 
formation.  These  services  should  be 
provided  by  the  market  administrator 
and  the  cost  should  be  borne  by  producers 
for  whom  the  services  are  rendered.  If 
a  cooperative  association  is  performing 
such  services  for  its  member-producers 
and  is  approved  for  such  activity  by  the 
Secretary,  the  market  administrator  may 
accept  this  in  lieu  of  his  own  service. 

Milk  produced  on  a  handler’s  own  farm 
should  be  exempt  from  marketing  service 
deductions,  even  though  it  is  subject  to 
the  other  provisions  of  the  order.  ’There 
are  no  pasrments  to  producers  to  verify 
on  such  milk  and.  therefore,  no  need  to 
provide  the  same  marketing  services  as 
are  provided  other  producers. 

’There  is  need  for  a  marketing  service 
program  in  connection  with  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  order  in  this  area.  Orderly 
marketing  will  be  promoted  by  assuring 
individual  producers  that  they  have  ob¬ 
tained  accurate  weights  and  tests  of  their 
milk.  Complete  verification  requires  that 
butterfat  tests  and  weights  of  individual 
producer  deliveries  reported  by  the  han¬ 
dler  are  accurate. 

An  additional  phase  of  the  marketing 
service  program  is  to  furnish  producers 
with  correct  market  information.  Ef¬ 
ficiency  in  the  production,  utilization  and 
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marketing  of  milk  will  be  promoted  by 
providing  for  the  dissemination  of  cur¬ 
rent  market  Information  on  a  market¬ 
wide  basis  to  all  producers. 

To  enable  the  market  administrator  to 
furnish  these  marketing  services,  provi¬ 
sion  should  be  made  for  a  maximum 
deduction  of  four  cents  per  himdred- 
weight  with  respect  to  receipts  of  milk 
from  producers  for  whom  he  renders 
such  marketing  services.  Producers’  pro¬ 
posal  for  marketing  services  woxild  pro¬ 
vide  a  maximiun  deduction  of  six  cents 
per  hundredweight.  Southeastern  Flor¬ 
ida,  however,  contains  a  maximum  de¬ 
duction  of  four  cents.  Comparison  of  the 
niunber  of  producers  involved  and  the 
expected  volume  of  milk  with  that  of 
other  markets  indicates  that  a  four-cent 
rate  is  reasonable  and  should  provide 
the  funds  necessary  to  conduct  the  pro¬ 
gram.  If  later  experience  indicates  that 
marketing  services  can  be  performed  at 
a  lesser  rate,  provision  is  made  whereby 
the  Secretary  may  adjust  the  rate  down¬ 
ward  without  the  necessity  of  a  hearing. 

Expense  of  administration.  Each 
handler  operating  a  pool  plant  shoxUd 
be  required  to  pay  to  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator,  as  his  proportionate  share  of 
the  cost  of  administering  the  order,  four 
cents  per  hundredweight,  or  such  lesser 
amount  as  ttie  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
on  all  receipts  within  the  month  of  milk 
from  producers,  including  milk  of  such 
handler’s  own  production  and  on  other 
source  milk  allocated  to  Class  I  (except 
milk  so  assessed  imder  another  Federal 
order) . 

The  market  administrator  must  have 
sufficient  funds  to  enable  him  to  admin¬ 
ister  properly  the  terms  of  the  order. 
’The  Act  provides  that  such  cost  of  ad¬ 
ministration  shall  be  financed  through 
an  assessment  on  handlers.  A  principal 
function  of  the  market  administrator  is 
to  verify  the  receipts  and  disposition  of 
milk  from  all  sources.  Equity  in  sharing 
the  cost  of  administration  of  the  order 
among  handlers  will  be  achieved,  there¬ 
fore,  by  applying  the  administrative  as¬ 
sessment  on  the  basis  of  Grade  A  milk 
received  from  dairy  farmers  at  a  plant 
and  on  other  source  milk  allocated  to 
Class  I  milk. 

The  order  specifies  minimum  perform¬ 
ance  standards  that  must  be  met  to  ob¬ 
tain  regulated  status.  Operators  of 
plants  not  meeting  such  standards  are 
required  to  either  (1)  make  specified 
payments  into  the  producer-settlement 
fund  on  route  distribu^on  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  in  excess  of  offsetting  purchases 
of  Federal  order  Class  I  milk,  or  (2) 
otherwise  pay  into  such  fund  and/or  to 
dairy  farmers  an  amount  not  less  than 
the  classified  use  value  of  his  receipts 
from  dairy  farmers  computed  as  though 
such  plant  were  a  fully  regulated  plant. 

The  market  administrator,  in  admin¬ 
istering  an  order  as  it  applies  to  the 
nonpool  route  distributor,  miist  incur 
expenses  in  essentially  the  same  manner 
as  in  applying  the  order  to  pool  handlers. 
However,  the  order  is  not  applicable  to 
such  distributor  to  the  same  extent  as  to 
regulated  handlers.  Hence,  pasonent  of 
the  administrative  assessment  on  his  in¬ 
area  sales  reasonably  would  <xmstltute 


his  pro  rata  share  of  administrative 
expense. 

In  the  case  of  unregulated  milk  which 
enters  the  market  through  a  regulated 
plant  for  Class  I  use.  It  is  the  regulated 
handler  who  utilizes  the  imregulated 
milk  and  who  must  report  to  the  market 
administrator  the  receipt  and  use  of  such 
milk.  Also,  the  receipts  and  utilization 
of  all  mUk  at  his  plant  are  subject  to 
verification  by  the  market  administrator. 
Hence,  it  is  appropriate  that  the  regu¬ 
lated  handler  be  responsible  for  payment 
of  the  administrative  assessment  on  such 
unregulated  milk. 

The  order  is  designed  so  that  the  cost 
of  administration  is  shared  equitably 
among  all  handlers  distributing  milk  in 
the  proposed  marketing  area.  However, 
to  prevent  duplication,  an  assessment 
should  not  be  made  on  other  source  milk 
on  which  an  assessment  was  made  under 
another  Federal  order. 

Provision  should  be  made  so  that  the 
Secretary  may  reduce  the  amount  of  the 
administrative  assessment  without  the 
necessity  of  amending  the  order.  The 
rate  can  thus  be  reduced  when  experi¬ 
ence  indicates  a  lower  rate  will  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  provide  adequate  fimds  for  the 
administration  of  the  order. 

Interest  payments  on  overdue  ac¬ 
counts.  Provision  is  made  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  Interest  on  amounts  due  to  the 
market  administrator  for  each  month 
or  portimi  thereof  that  such  obligation 
is  overdue. 

Prompt  payment  of  amounts  due  to  the 
market  administrator  is  essential  to  the 
operation  of  order  provisions.  Interest 
charges  will  encourage  payment  of 
amounts  due  on  or  before  the  specified 
date.  The  rate  provided  herein  is  rea¬ 
sonable  to  compensate  for  the  cost  of 
borrowing  money  in  accord  with  normal 
business  practices. 

Administrative  provisions.  Provisions 
should  be  included  in  the  order  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  administrative  steps  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  proposed  regulation. 

In  addition  to  the  definitions  discussed 
earlier  in  this  decision,  which  define  the 
scope  of  the  regulation,  certain  other 
terms  and  definitions  are  desirable  in 
the  interest  of  brevity  and  to  assure 
that  each  usage  of  the  term  denotes  the 
same  meaning.  Such  terms  as  are  de¬ 
fined  in  the  attached  order  are  common 
to  many  other  F^eral  milk  orders. 

Market  administrator.  Provision 
should  be  made  for  the  appointment  by 
the  Secretary  of  a  market  administrator 
to  administer  the  order  and  to  set  forth 
the  powers  and  duties  for  such  agency 
essential  to  the  proper  fimctionlng  of 
such  office. 

Records  and  reports.  Provisions 
should  be  included  in  the  order  requir¬ 
ing  handlers  to  maintain  adequate  rec¬ 
ords  of  their  operations  and  to  make  re¬ 
ports  necessary  to  establish  classification 
of  producer  milk  and  payments  due 
therefor.  Such  reports  are  necessary 
for  the  computation  of  the  uniform  price 
and  determination  of  each  plant’s  con¬ 
tinuing  status  imder  the  order.  The 
maintenance  of  adequate  records  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  enable  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  to  verify  receipts  and  utilization  as 
reported  by  the  handlers  and  to  verify 


that  the  several  financial  obligation! 
arising  under  the  order  are  fully  dig. 
charged. 

Handlers  should  maintain  and  nia^rc 
available  to  the  market  administrator 
all  records  and  accounts  of  their  opera¬ 
tions,  together  with  facilities  which  are 
necessary  to  determine  the  accuracy  of 
information  reported  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  or  any  other  information 
upon  which  the  classification  of  producer 
milk  depends.  The  market  administra¬ 
tor  must  likewise  be  permitted  to  check 
the  accuracy  of  weights  and  tests  of 
milk  and  milk  products  received  and 
handled,  and  to  verify  all  pajrments  re¬ 
quired  imder  the  orders. 

Detailed  reports  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  and  cmnplete  records  avail¬ 
able  for  his  inspection  by  all  handlen 
would  be  used  to  determine  whether  the 
plants  of  such  handlers  qualify  as  pool 
plants.  Reports  of  handlers  operating 
nonpool  plants  fnxn  which  fiuld  milk 
products  are  distributed  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  would  also  be  used  by  the  mar¬ 
ket  administration  to  compute  the 
amounts  payable  to  the  producer-settle¬ 
ment  fund  on  such  unpriced  milk 

A  co(H>erative  association  having  au¬ 
thority  to  market  milk  for  member  pro¬ 
ducers  should  have  available  to  it  in¬ 
formation  on  the  use  of  such  milk  by 
individual  handlers  in  order  that  mem¬ 
ber  milk  may  be  directed  to  those  han¬ 
dlers  needing  Class  I  milk.  This  will 
promote  orderly  marketing  by  enabling 
the  efficient  allocation  among  handlen 
of  available  milk  supplies,  permit  the 
market  to  be  serviced  with  smaller  re¬ 
serve  supplies  and  assist  producers  in 
maximizing  their  returns.  A  provisitm 
therefore  should  be  included  to  author¬ 
ize  the  martlet  administrator  to  provide 
this  information  when  it  is  requested  by 
such  an  association.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  report,  the  utilization  of  member 
milk  in  each  handler’s  plant  would  be 
prorated  to  each  class  in  the  same  ratio 
as  all  producer  milk  is  allocated  to  each 
class  during  the  month. 

It  is  necessary  that  handlers  retain 
records  to  prove  the  utilization  of  milk 
and  that  proper  payments  were  made 
therefor.  Sinro  b<Mks  smd  records  of  all 
handlers  cannot  be  completely  audited 
immediately  after  receipt  of  the  milk,  it 
becmne  necessary  to  keep  such  records 
for  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 

The  order  should  provide  limitations 
on  the  period  of  time  handlers  shall  be 
required  to  retsdn  books  and  records  and 
on  the  period  of  time  in  which  obligations 
under  the  orders  shall  terminate.  Pro¬ 
vision  made  in  this  regard  is  Identical  in 
principle  with  the  general  amendment 
(made  to  all  milk  orders  which  were  in 
(Hieration  on  July  30,  1947),  following 
the  Secretary’s  decision  of  Jsmuary  26, 
1949  (14  F.R.  444) .  That  decision,  cover¬ 
ing  the  retention  of  records  and  limita¬ 
tion  of  claims,  is  equally  impUcahle  in 
this  situation  and  is  adopted  as  a  part 
of  this  decision. 

A  proposal  of  handlers  would  provide, 
at  a  handler’s  option,  for  two  or  more 
separate  accounting  and  reporting  pe¬ 
riods  during  a  month.  Such  a  provision 
had  been  included  in  a  number  of  Fed¬ 
eral  orders  to  minimize  the  down  alloca- 
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tion  of  other  source  milk  when  such  milk 
was  imported  for  limited  periods  within 
(  month.  By  using  more  than  one  ac¬ 
counting  period  a  handler  could  avoid 
the  assignment  of  other  source  milk  in 
part  of  the  month  to  his  surplus  milk 
in  another  part  of  the  month. 

Because  of  the  limited  pro  rata  allo¬ 
cation  provisions  provided  herein  and  in 
all  other  Federal  orders  amended  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  Court’s  decision  in  the 
Lehigh  Valley  case,  the  purposes  to  be 
accomplished  by  more  than  one  account¬ 
ing  period  during  a  month  are  largely 
lemoved.  In  this  situation,  there  was  no 
apparent  need  shown  for  such  a  provi¬ 
sion.  Accordingly,  the  proposal  is 
denied. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con- 
etssions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions,  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  consid¬ 
er^  in  making  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent  that 
the  suggested  findings  and  conclusions 
filed  by  interested  parties  are  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  herein,  the  requests  to  make  such 
findings  or  to  reach  such  conclusions  are 
denied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated 
in  this  decision. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  order  and  all 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimtun 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order  are  such 
prices  as  will  reflect  Uie  aforesaid  fac¬ 
tors,  ItLsure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  p\u% 
and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order.  The  following  order  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Tampa 
Bay  marketing  area  is  recommended  as 
the  detailed  and  appropriate  means  by 
which  the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be 
carried  out.  The  recommended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  is  not  included  in  this 
decision  because  the  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  thereof  would  be  the  same  as  those 
contained  in  the  proposed  order. 
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Sec. 

1012.10  Pool  plant. 

1012.11  Nonpool  plant. 

1012.12  Route. 

1012.18  Handler. 

1012.14  Producer-handler. 

1012.15  Producer. 

1012.16  Producw  milk. 

1012.17  Other  source  milk. 

1012.18  Chicago  butter  price. 

kCARKXT  ADlCDnSTEATOB 

101250  Designation. 

101251  Powers. 

101252  Duties. 

Bepobts,  Reoobos  and  Faciutxbs 

1012.80  R^Mrts  of  receipts  and  utUizatlon. 
101251  Producer  payroll  repots. 

101252  Other  reports. 

1012.88  Records  and  faculties. 

1012.84  Retention  of  records. 

CumsmcATiON  or  Milk 

1012.40  akim  milk  and  butterfat  to  be 

olaaslfled. 

1012.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

1012.42  Shrinkage. 

1012.48  Transfers. 

1012.44  Computation  of  skim  milk  and 

butterfat  In  each  class. 

1012.45  Allocation  of  skim  milk  and  butter-  ‘ 

fat  classified. 

MlNIMXTlC  Pbicxs 

1012.50  Basic  formula  price. 

1012.51  Class  prices. 

1012.52  Butterfat  differentials  to  handlers. 
1012.58  Location  differentials  to  handlers. 
1012.54  Dae  of  equivalent  prices. 

Appucation  or  Puuxs 

1012.60  Computation  of  the  net  pool  ob¬ 

ligation  of  each  handlw. 

1012.61  Computation  of  uniform  price. 

1012.62  ObUgations  of  handler  operating  a 

partially  regulated  distributing 
plant. 


1012.70  Time  and  method  of  payment. 

1012.71  Butterfat  differential  to  producers. 

1012.72  Location  differentials  to  producers 

and  on  nonjxiol  mUk. 

1012.73  Producer-aettlement  fund. 

1012.74  Payments  to  the  producer-settle¬ 

ment  fund. 

1012.75  Payments  from  the  imiducw-aet- 

tlement  fund. 

1012.76  Marketing  services. 

1012.77  Kxpense  of  administration. 

1012.78  Adjustment  of  accounts. 

1012.70  Interest  payments. 

1012.80  Termination  of  obligations. 

Effectite  Tnez,  Suspension  oa  Termination 

1012.00  Effective  time. 

1012.01  Suspension  or  termination. 

1012.02  Continuing  power  and  duty  of  the 
market  administrator. 

1012.03  Liquidation  after  su^ienslon  or 
termination. 

Miscellaneous  Pbovibions 

1012.100  SeparabUity  of  provisions. 

1012.101  Agents. 

Definitions 
§  1012.1  Act. 

“Act”  means  Public  Act  No.  10.  73d 
Congress,  as  amended,  and  as  reenacted 
and  amended  by  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJ3.C.  601  et  seq.). 

§  1012.2  Secretary. 

“Secretary”  means  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  or  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  authorized  to  exer¬ 


cise  the  powers  and  perform  the  duties 
of  the  Secretary  ot  Agriculture. 

§  1012.3  Department. 

“Department”  means  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

§  1012.4  Person. 

“Person"  means  any  individual,  pcul- 
nershlp,  corporation,  association  or  other 
business  unit. 

§  1012.5  Cooperative  association. 

“Cooperative  association”  means  any 
cooperative  marketing  association  of 
producers  which  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  after  application  by  the  associa¬ 
tion: 

(a)  To  be  qualified  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1922,  as  amended,  known  as  the 
“Capper- V(rikead  Act” ;  and 

(b)  To  have  full  authority  in  the  sale 
of  milk  of  its  members  and  be  engaged 
in  making  collective  sales  of  or  market¬ 
ing  milk  or  milk  producers  for  its 
members. 

§  1012.6  Tampa  Bay  mariteting  area. 

The  "Tampa  Bay  marketing  area", 
hereinafter  called  the  “marketing  area”, 
means  all  the  territory  geographically 
within  the  boimdaries  of  the  following 
counties,  all  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
Including  all  waterfront  facilities  con¬ 
nected  therewith  and  all  territory  wholly 
or  partly  therein  occupied  by  Govern¬ 
ment  (Municipal,  State,  or  Federal) 
reservations,  installations,  institutions, 
or  other  similar  establishments. 

Charlotte.  Lee. 

Collier.  Manatee. 

De  Soto.  Paaco. 

Hardee.  Pinellas. 

Hernando.  Polk. 

Highlands.  Sarasota. 

Hillsborough. 

§  1012.7  Fluid  milk  product. 

“Fluid  milk  product”  means  milk  (in¬ 
cluding  frozen  and  concentrated  milk), 
fiavored  milk  or  skim  milk.  “Fluid 
milk  product”  shall  not  include  steri¬ 
lized  products  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers. 

§  1012.8  Distributing  plant. 

“Distributing  plant”  means  a  plant 
that  is  approved  an  appropriate 
health  authority  for  the  processing  or 
packaging  of  Grade  A  milk  and  from 
which  any  fiuid  milk  product  is  disposed 
of  during  the  month  in  the  marketing 
area  on  routes. 

§  1012.9  Supply  plant. 

“Supply  plant”  means  a  plant  from 
which  a  fluid  milk  product  that  is  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  appropriate  health  au¬ 
thority  for  distribution  in  the  marketing 
area  as  Grade  A  is  shipped  during  the 
month  to  a  pool  plant. 

[  §  1012.10  Pool  plant.  , 

“Pool  plant”  means  a  plant  (except  an 
I  other  order  plant  or  the  plant  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler)  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)  or  (b)  of  this  section: 

(a)  A  distributing  plant  from  which 
'  not  less  than  50  percent  of  the  total 
i  Grade  A  fiuid  milk  products  received  at 
■  the  plant  during  the  monUi  is  disposed 
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of  on  routes  and  not  less  than  10  percent 
of  such  receipts  Is  dLqxKed  of  In  the 
marketing  area  on  routes. 

(b)  A  srmpiy  plant  from  which  not 
less  than  50  percent  of  the  Grade  A  Tniiir 
received  from  dairy  farmers  at  such 
plant  during  the  month  is  shipped  as 
fluid  milk  products  to  pool  plants  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 
§  1012.11  Nonpool  plant. 

“Nonpool  plant"  means  a  plant  (except 
a  pool  plant)  which  receives  mtiir  fn^n 
dairy  farmers  or  is  a  milk  manufactur¬ 
ing,  processing  or  bottling  plant.  The 
following  categories  of  nonpool  plants 
are  further  deflned  as  foUows: 

(a)  “Other  order  plant"  means  a 
plant  that  is  fully  subject  to  the  pricing 
and  pooling  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act,  imless  such 
plant  is  qualified  as  a  pool  plant  pursu¬ 
ant  to  S  1012.10  and  a  greater  volume  of 
fluid  milk  products  is  di^osed  of  from 
such  plant  in  this  marketing  area  on 
routes  and  to  pool  plants  qualified  on  the 
basis  of  route  distribution  in  this  mar¬ 
keting  area  than  in  the  marketing  area 
regulated  pursuant  to  such  other  order. 

(b)  “Producer-handler  jdant"  mptmn 
a  plant  operated  by  a  producer-handler 
as  defined  in  any  order  (including 
part)  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act. 

(c)  “Partially  regulated  distributing 
plant"  means  a  nonpool  plant  that  is 
neither  an  other  order  idant  nor  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  plant  and  from  which 
Grade  A  fluid  milk  products  in  ccmsum- 
er-type  packages  or  dispenser  units  are 
distributed  in  the  marketing  area  on 
routes  during  the  month. 

(d)  “Unregulated  supply  plant"  means 
a  nonpool  plant  that  is  a  supply  plant 
and  is  neither  an  other  order  plant  nor 
a  producer-handler  plant. 

§  1012.12  Route. 

“Route"  means  a  delivery  either  direct 
or  through  any  distribution  facility  other 
than  a  plant  (including  disposition  from 
a  plant  store,  vendor  or  voiding  ma¬ 
chine)  of  a  fluid  milk  product 
as  COass  I  pursuant  to  §  1012.41(a)  (1). 

§  1012.13  Handler. 

“Handler”  means: 

(a)  Any  person  in  his  capacity  as  the 
operator  of  one  or  more  pool  plants, 

(b)  Any  person  in  his  capaci^  as  the 
operator  of  a  partially  regulated  distrib¬ 
uting  plant, 

(c)  Any  cooperative  association  with 
respect  to  producer  milk  which  it  causes 
to  be  diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant  for  the  accoimt  of  such 
cooperative  association, 

(d)  Any  person  in  his  capacity  as  the 
operator  of  an  other  order  plant 

is  either  a  distributing  plant  or  a  supply 
plant,  and 

(e)  A  producer-handler. 

§  1012.14  Producer4iandler. 

“Producer-handler"  means  any  per¬ 
son  who: 

(a)  Operates  a  dairy  farm  and  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  fitxn  which  the  Class  I 
disposition  (except  that  represented  by 
nonfat  solids  used  in  the  fortification 
of  fluid  milk  products)  is  entirely  from 
his  own  farm  production; 
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(b)  Receives  no  fluid  milk  products 
from  sources  other  than  his  own  farm 
production; 

(c)  Disposes  of  no  COass  n  products 
except  those  produced  in  his  own  plant 
or  received  from  pool  plants;  and 

(d)  Provides  proof  satisfactory  to  the 
market  administrator  that  the  care  n.n<i 
management  of  the  dairy  animals  and 
other  resources  necessary  to  produce  all 
fluid  milk  products  handled  and  the  <«>- 
eration  of  the  processing  and  packaging 
business  are  his  personal  enterprise  and 
risk. 

§  1012.15  Prodncer. 

“Producer”  means  any  person,  except 
a  producer-handler  as  defined  in  any 
order  (including  this  part)  Issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act,  who  produces  miik  in 
compliance  with  the  inspection  require¬ 
ments  of  a  duly  constituted  health  au¬ 
thority,  which  milk  is  received  at  a  pool 
plant  or  diverted  pursuant  to  8  1012.16 
from  a  pool  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant. 

§  1012.16  Producer  milk. 

“Producer  milk”  means  the  skim  muk 
and  butterfat  contained  in  milk: 

(a)  Received  at  a  pool  plant  directly 
from  a  producer;  or  • 

(b)  Diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant  that  is  neither  an  other 
order  plant  or  a  producer-handler  plant 
for  the  account  of  the  pool  plant  operator 
or  a  cooperative  association  in  any  mmith 
in  which  not  less  than  5  days’  production 
of  the  producer  whose  milk  is  diverted  is 
physically  received  at  a  pool  plant,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following; 

(1)  Milk  so  diverted  for  the  accoimt  of 

a  handler  operating  a  pool  plant  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  received  by  the 
handler  at  the  pool  plant  fixun  which 
diverted  and  if  diverted  for  the  account 
<rf  a  ooopmitive  association,  shall  be 
de«ned  to  have  been  received  by  the  co¬ 
operative  association  at  the  location  of 
the  pool  plant  from  which  diverted; 

(2)  If  diverted  from  the  pool  plant  of 
anotiier  handler  for  the  account  of  a 
cooperative  association,  the  aggregate 
quantity  of  milk  of  monber  producers 
of  the  cooperative  association  so  diverted 
that  exceeds  25  percent  of  the  milk 
physically  received  from  such  producers 
at  pool  plants  during  the  month  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  have  been  received  at  a  pool 
plant  and  shall  not  be  producer  milk; 

(3)  If  diverted  by  a  handler  operating 
a  pool  plant  for  his  accoimt,  the  aggre¬ 
gate  quantity  of  producer  milk  so  di¬ 
verted  that  exceeds  25  percent  of  the 
aggregate  quantity  of  milk  physically 
received  from  producers  at  such  plant 
during  the  month  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
have  been  received  at  a  pool  plant  and 
shall  not  be  producer  milk;  and 

(4)  The  diverting  handler  shall  desig¬ 
nate  the  dairy  farmers  whose  milk  is 
not  producer  milk  pursuant  to  subpara¬ 
graphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  paragraph. 
If  the  handler  fails  to  mnk»  such  desig¬ 
nation,  no  milk  diverted  by  him  be 
producer  milk. 

§  1012.17  Other  source  milk. 

“Other  source  milk”  meuns  the  <«kini 
milk  and  butterfat  contained  in  or  rep¬ 
resented  by: 


(a)  Fluid  milk  products  from  anv 
source  except  (1)  producer  milk 
fluid  milk  products  from  pool  piante. 
and  (3)  fluid  milk  products  in  inventoiv 
at  the  beginning  of  the  month; 

(b)  Products  other  than  fluid  miiv 
products  from  any  source  (includins 
those  produced  at  the  plant)  which^ 
reprocessed,  converted  into  or  combined 
with  another  product  in  the  plant  dur- 
Ing  the  month;  and 

(c)  Any  disappearance  of  nonfluid 
products  in  a  form  in  which  they  mas 
be  converted  into  a  Class  I  product  aS 
which  are  not  otherwise  accounted  f£» 
pursuant  to  8  1012.33. 


§  1012.18  Chicago  butter  price. 

“Chicago  butter  price”  means  the 
simple  average  as  computed  by  the 
market  administrator  of  the  dalls 
wholesale  selling  prices  (using  the  mid¬ 
point  of  any  price  range  as  one  price) 
^r  pound  of  92-score  bulk  creamery 
butter  at  Chicago  as  reported  for  the 
month  by  the  Department. 
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§  1012.20  Designation. 

The  agency  for  the  administration  oi 
this  order  shall  be  a  market  admlnto- 
trator,  selected  by  the  Secretary,  who 
shall  be  entitled  to  such  compensation 
as  may  be  determined  by,  and  shall  be 
subject  to  removal  at  the  discretion  of, 
the  Secretary. 

§  1012.21  Powers. 


The  market  administrator  ahaii  have 
the  following  powers  with  re^^ect  to  thk 
part: 

(a)  To  administer  its  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions; 

(b)  To  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
effectuate  its  terms  and  provisions; 

(c)  To  receive,  investigate,  and  re¬ 
port  to  the  Secretary  complaints  of  vio¬ 
lations;  and 

(d)  To  recommend  amendments  to  the 
Secretary. 

§  1012.22  Duties. 

Hie  market  administrator  shall  per¬ 
form  all  duties  necessary  to  administer 
the  terms  and  provisions  of  this  part, 
including  but  not  limited  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing; 

(a)  Within  30  dairs  following  the  date 
on  which  he  enters  upon  his  duties,  or 
such  lesser  period  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary,  execute  aivd  deliver  to 
the  Secretary  a  bond,  effective  as  of  the 
date  on  which  he  enters  upon  his  duties 
and  conditioned  upon  the  faithful  per¬ 
formance  of  such  duties,  in  an  amount 
and  with  surety  thereon  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary: 

(b)  Employ  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  such  persons  as  may  be  necessary  to 
enable  him  to  sidminlster  its  terms  and 
provisions; 

(c)  Obtain  a  bond  in  a  reasonable 
amount,  and  with  reasonable  surety 
thereon,  covering  each  mployee  who 
handles  funds  entrusted  to  the  market 
administrator; 

(d)  Pay  out  of  the  funds  received 
pursuant  to  8  1012.77  the  coet  of  his  bond 
and  of  the  bonds  of  his  employees,  his 
own  compensation,  and  all  other  ex¬ 
penses,  except  those  incurred  under 
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11012.76,  necessarily  Incurred  by  him  ^ 
in  the  maintenance  and  functloxdng  of  i 
bis  office  and  in  the  performance  of  his 

duties; 

(e)  Keep  such  books  and  records  as 
will  clearly  reflect  the  transactions  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  part,  and  upon  request 
by  the  Secretary,  surrender  the  same  to 
such  other  person  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate; 

(f)  Publicly  announce  at  his  discre¬ 
tion,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the 
Secretary,  by  posting  in  a  conspicuous 
place  in  his  ofBce  and  by  such  other 
means  as  he  deems  appropriate,  the 
name  of  any  person  who,  after  the  date 
upon  which  he  is  required  to  perform 
such  acts,  has  not  made  either  reports 
pursuant  to  SS  1012.30  through  1012.32 
or  payments  pursuant  to  §§  1012.70. 
1012.74.  1012.76,  1012.77,  and  1012.78; 

(g)  Submit  his  books  and  records  to 
examination  by  the  Secretary  and  fur¬ 
nish  such  information  and  reports  as 
may  be  requested  by  the  Secretary; 

(h)  Verify  all  reports  and  payments 
of  each  handler  by  audit  of  such  han¬ 
dler’s  records  and  of  the  records  of  any 
other  handler  or  person  upon  whose 
utilization  the  classification  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  for  such  handler  de¬ 
pends,  and  by  such  investigation  as  the 
market  administrator  deems  necessary; 

(i)  Prepare  and  disseminate  to  the 
public  such  statistics  and  such  informa¬ 
tion  as  he  deems  advisable  and  as  do  not 
reveal  confidential  information;  and 

(J)  Publicly  announce  on  or  before: 

(1)  The  5th  day  of  each  month  the 
Class  I  price  and  Class  I  butterfat  differ¬ 
ential,  both  for  the  current  month; 

(2)  The  5th  day  of  each  month  the 
Class  II  and  Class  ni  prices  and  the 
corresponding  butterfat  differentials,  all 
for  the  preceding  month ;  and 

(3)  The  11th  day  of  each  month  the 
uniform  price  and  the  producer  butter¬ 
fat  differential,  both  for  the  preceding 
month;  and 

(k)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  after 
the  end  of  each  month,  report  to  each 
cooperative  association,  upon  request  by 
such  association,  the  percentage  of  the 
milk  caused  to  be  delivered  by  the  co¬ 
operative  association  for  its  members 
which  was  utilized  in  each  class  at  each 
pool  plant  receiving  such  milk.  For  the 
purpose  of  this  report,  the  milk  so  re¬ 
ceived  shall  be  allocated  to  each  class  at 
each  pool  plant  in  the  same  ratio  as 
producer  milk  received  at  such  plant 
during  the  month ; 

(l)  Whenever  required  for  purposes 
of  allocating  receipts  from  other  order 
Plants  pursuant  to  8  1012.45(a)  (9)  and 
the  corresponding  step  of  8  1012.45(b), 
the  market  administrator  shall  estimate 
and  publicly  announce  the  utilization  (to 
the  nearest  whole  percentage)  in  each 
«ass  during  the  month  of  skim  milk  and 
outterfat,  respectively.  In  producer  milk 
M  all  handlers.  Such  estimate  shall  be 
wsed  upon  the  most  current  available 
data  and  shall  be  final  for  such  purpose; 

(«n)  Report  to  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  of  the  other  order,  as  soon  as  possible 
after  the  report  of  receipts  and  utiliza- 
Hon  for  the  month  is  received  from  a 
"todler  who  has  received  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  In  the  form  of  fluid  milk  prod- 


tjcts  from  an  other  order  plant,  the  clas- 
sifleatiem  to  which  such  receipts  are  al¬ 
located  pursuant  to  8  1012.45  pursuant 
to  such  report,  and  thereafter  any  change 
in  such  alloc^on  required  to  correct 
errors  disclosed  in  veriflcatlon  of  such 
reports;  and 

(n)  Furnish  to  each  handler  operat¬ 
ing  a  pool  plant  who  has  shipped  fluid 
milk  products  to  an  other  order  plant,  the 
classifleation  to  which  such  fluid  milk 
products  were  allocated  by  the  market 
administrator  of  the  other  order  on  the 
basis  of  the  report  of  the  receiving  han¬ 
dler;  and,  as  necessary,  any  changes  in 
such  classifleation  arising  in  the  verifi¬ 
cation  of  such  report. 

Reports,  Records,  and  Facilities 

§  1012.30  Reports  of  receipts  and  utili¬ 
zation. 

On  or  before  the  7th  day  after  the  end 
of  each  month,  each  handler  (except  a 
handler  pursuant  to  8  1012.13  (d)  or  (e) 
shall  report  to  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  for  such  month  with  respect  to  each 
plant  at  which  milk  is  received,  report¬ 
ing  in  detail  and  on  forms  prescribe  by 
the  market  administrator: 

(a)  The  quantities  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  or  represented  by: 

(1)  Receipts  from  dairy  farmers  (in¬ 
cluding  such  handler’s  own  production) ; 

(2)  Fluid  milk  products  and  Class  n 
products  received  from  pool  plants  of 
other  handlers; 

(3)  Class  n  products  received  from 
nonpool  plants; 

(4)  Other  source  milk; 

(5)  Milk  diverted  to  nonpool  plants 
pursuant  to  8  1012.16;  and 

(6)  Inventories  of  fluid  milk  products 
and  Class  n  products  at  the  beginning 
of  the  month; 

(b)  The  utilization  of  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  required  to  be  reported 
pursuant  to  this  section,  including  a 
separate  statement  showing  the  respec¬ 
tive  amounts  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
disposed  of  as  Class  I  milk  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  on  routes ;  and 

(c)  Such  other  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  receipts  and  utilization  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  as  the  market 
administrator  may  prescribe. 

§  1012.31  Producer  payroll  reports. 

(a)  Each  handler  pursuant  to  8  1012.- 
13  (a)  and  (c)  shall  report  to  the  market 
administrator  in  detail  and  on  forms 
prescribed  by  the  market  administrator 
on  or  before  the  20th  day  after  the  end 
of  the  month  his  producer  payroll  for 
such  month  which  shall  show  for  each 
producer: 

(1)  His  identity; 

(2)  The  quantity  of  milk  received  from 
such  producer  and  the  number  of  days, 
if  less  than  the  entire  month,  on  which 
milk  was  received  from  such  producer; 

(3)  The  average  butterfat  content  of 
such  milk;  and 

(4)  The  net  amount  of  such  handler’s 
pasrment,  together  with  the  price  paid 
and  the  amount  and  nature  of  any 
deductions. 

(b)  Each  handler  operating  a  partially 
’  regulated  distributing  plant  who  does 

not  elect  to  make  pasmients  pursuant  to 
8  1012.62(b)  shall  report  to  the  market 


administrator  on  or  before  the  20th  day 
after  the  end  of  the  month  the  same  in¬ 
formation  required  of  handlers  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section.  In  such 
report,  payments  to  dairy  farmers  de¬ 
livering  Grade  A  milk  shall  be  reported 
in  lieu  of  payments  to  producers. 

§  1012.32  Other  reports. 

(a)  Each  producer-handler  shall  make 
reports  to  the  market  administrator  at 
such  time  and  in  such  manner  as  the 
market  administrator  may  prescribe. 

(b)  Each  handler  who  operates  an 
other  order  plant  shall  report  total  re¬ 
ceipts  and  utilization  or  disposition  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  at  the  plant  at 
such  time  and  in  such  manner  as  the 
market  administrator  may  require  and 
allow  verification  of  such  reports  by  the 
market  administrator. 

§  1012.33  Records  and  facilities. 

Each  handler  shall  maintain  and  make 
available  to  the  market  administrator 
during  the  usual  hours  of  business  such 
accoimts  and  records  of  his  operations 
together  with  such  facilities  as  are  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  market  administrator  to 
verify  or  establish  the  correct  data  for 
each  month,  with  respect  to: 

(a)  The  receipt  and  utilization  of  all 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  handled  in  any 
form  during  the  month; 

(b)  ’The  weights  and  butterfat  and 
other  content  of  all  milk  and  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  handled  during  the  month; 

(c)  ’The  pounds  of  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat  contained  in  or  represented  by  all 
milk  products  in  inventory  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  and  end  of  each  month;  and 

(d)  Payments  to  dairy  farmers  and 
cooperative  associations,  including  the 
amoimt  and  nature  of  any  deductions 
and  the  disbursement  of  money  so 
deducted. 

§  1012.34  Retention  of  records. 

All  books  and  records  required  under 
this  part  to  be  made  available  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  shall  be  retained  by  the 
handler  for  a  period  of  three  years  to 
begin  at  the  end  of  the  month  to  which 
such  books  and  records  pertain;  Pro¬ 
vided,  ’That  if,  within  such  three-year 
period,  the  market  administrator  noti¬ 
fies  the  handler  in  writing  that  the  re¬ 
tention  of  such  books  and  records,  or  of 
specified  books  and  records,  is  necessary 
in  connection  with  a  proceeding  under 
section  8c(15)  (A)  of  the  Act  or  a  court 
action  specified  in  such  notice,  the  han¬ 
dler  shall  retain  such  books  and  records 
or  specified  books  and  records  until  fur¬ 
ther  notification  from  the  market  adn^in- 
istrator.  In  either  case,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  give  further  written 
notification  to  the  handler  promptly 
upon  the  termination  of  the  litigation  or 
when  the  records  are  no  longer  necessary 
in  connection  therewith. 

CLASSmOATION  OF  MiLK 

I  §  1012.40  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  to 
[  be  classified. 

’The  skim  tnilk  and  butterfat  required 
to  be  reported  pursuant  to  8  1012.30  shall 
r  be  classified  each  month  pursuant  to  the 
t  provisions  of  88  1012.41  though  1012.45: 
»  Provided,  That  such  skim  tnilk  and 
;  butterfat  shall  be  Class  I  milk  unless  the 
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handler  who  first  receives  such  skim 
TniUc  or  butterfat  proves  to  the  market 
administrator  that  such  skim  mil^  or 
butterfat  should  be  classified  otherwise. 

§  1012.41  Qasses  of  utilization. 

Subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
S  1012.43.  the  classes  of  utilization  shall 
be  as  follows; 

(a)  Class  I  milk.  Class  I  milk  shall 
be  all  skim  milk  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Disposed  of  In  the  form  of  a  fiuld 
milk  product,  except  as  provided  In  para¬ 
graphs  (b)(2)  and  (c)  (2),  (3),  and  (4) 
of  this  section ;  and 

(2)  Not  accounted  for  as  Class  n  or 
Class  m  milk. 

(b)  Class  II  milk.  Class  n  milk  shall 
be  all  skim  milk  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  the 
following  products,  hereinafter  called 
“Class  n  products”;  cream,  sour  cream, 
half  and  half,  buttermilk,  acidophilus 
milk  and  chocolate  drink,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  In  paragraphs  (b)  (2)  and  (c)  (2) , 

(3) .  and  (4)  of  this  section;  and 

(2)  In  inventory  of  fiuld  milk  products 
and  CTlass  n  products  at  the  end  of  the 
mcaith. 

(c)  Class  III  mUk.  Class  m  milk 
shall  be: 

(1)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  used  to 
produce  any  product  other  than  a  fiuld 
milk  product  or  Class  n  product; 

(2)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  fiuld 
milk  products  and  In  Class  n  products 
disposed  of  by  a  handler  for  livestock 
feed; 

(3)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  fiuld 
milk  products  and  in  Class  n  products 
dump^  by  a  handler  after  notification 
to,  and  opportunity  for  verification  by, 
the  market  administrator; 

(4)  Skim  milk  represented  by  the 
nonfat  solids  added  to  a  fiuld  product  or 
Class  n  product  which  Is  in  excess  of 
an  equivalent  volume  of  such  product 
prior  to  the  addition; 

(5)  Skim  milk  azid  butterfat,  reflec¬ 
tively,  in  shrinkage  at  each  pool  plant 
(except  in  milk  diverted  to  a  nonpool 
plant  pursuant  to  §  1012.16)  but  not  in 
excess  of: 

(I)  2.0  percent  of  producer  milk; 

(II)  pixis  1.5  percent  of  bulk  fiuld 
milk  iMToducts  received  from  other  pool 
plants; 

(ill)  Plus  1.5  percent  of  bulk  fluid  milk 
products  received  from  other  order  plants 
exclusive  of  the  quantity  for  which  (fiass 
n  or  Class  in  utilization  was  requested 
by  the  operators  of  both  plants; 

(iv)  Plus  1.5  percent  of  bulk  fiuid  milk 
products  from  unregulated  supply  plants 
exclusive  of  the  quantity  for  which  Class 
n  or  Class  IH  utilization  was  requested 
by  the  handler; 

(v)  Less  1.5  percent  of  bulk  fiuid  milk 
products  transferred  to  other  plants;  and 

(6)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  shrink¬ 
age  of  other  source  mi^  allocated  piu:- 
suant  to  §  1012.42(b)  (2). 

§  1012.42  Shrinkage. 

The  market  administrator  shall  allo¬ 
cate  shrinkage  over  each  pool  plant’s 
receipts  as  follows: 

(a)  Compute  the  total  shrinkage  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
for  each  potd  idant;  and 


(b)  Prorate  the  resulting  amounts  be¬ 
tween  the  rei^pts  of  skim  milk  and  but- 
teriat,  respectively,  in: 

(1)  The  net  quantity  of  producer  mUk 
and  other  fiuld  milk  products  specified  in 
§  1012.41(c)  (5) ;  and 

(2)  Other  source  milk  exclusive  of 
that  specified  in  S  1012.41(c)  (5). 

§  1012.43  Transfera. 

Skim  milk  or  butterfat  shall  be  classi¬ 
fied: 

(a)  At  the  utilization  indicated  by  the 
operators  of  both  plants,  otherwise  as 
CJlass  I  milk,  if  transferr^  in  the  form 
of  a  fiuld  milk  product  or  a  Class  n  prod¬ 
uct  from  a  pool  plant  to  the  pool  plant 
of  another  handler,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions : 

(1)  The  skim  milk  or  butterfat  so  as¬ 
signed  to  each  class  shall  be  limited  to 
the  amoimt  thereof  remaining  in  such 
class  in  the  transferee  plant  after  com¬ 
putations  pursuant  to  S  1012.45(a)  (9) 
and  the  corresponding  step  of  S  1012.45 
(b); 

(2)  If  the  transferor  plant  received 
during  the  month  other  source  milk  to  be 
allocated  pursuant  to  S  1012.45(a)  (4), 
the  skim  milk  and  butterfat  so  trans¬ 
ferred  shall  be  classified  so  as  to  allocate 
the  least  possible  Class  I  utilization  to 
such  other  source  milk;  and 

(3)  If  the  transferor  handler  received 
during  the  month  other  source  milk  to 
be  allocated  pursuant  to  §  1012.45(a) 
(8)  or  (9)  and  the  corresponding  steps 
of  §  1012.45(b),  the  skim  milk-and  but¬ 
terfat  so  transferred  zip  to  the  total  of 
such  receipts  shall  not  be  classified  as 
Cfiass  I  milk  to  a  greater  extent  than 
woiild  be  applicable  to  a  like  quantity  of 
such  other  source  milk  received  at  the 
transferee  plant. 

(b)  As  Class  1  milk,  if  transferred  or 
diverted  in  the  form  of  a  fiuid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  or  a  Class  n  luroduct  to  a  nonpool 
plant  that  is  neither  an  other  order 
plant  nor  a  producer-handler  plant  un¬ 
less  the  requirements  of  subparagraphs 
(1)  and  (2)  of  this  paragraph  are  met, 
in  which  case  the  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  so  transferred  or  diverted  shall  be 
classified  in  accordance  with  the  assign¬ 
ment  resulting  from  subparagraph  (3) 
of  this  paragraph: 

(1)  The  transferring  or  diverting  han¬ 
dler  claims  classification  in  Class  n  or 
Class  m  in  his  report  submitted  piu*- 
suantto  S  1012.30; 

(2)  The  operator  of  such  nonpool  plant 
maintains  books  and  records  showing  the 
utilization  of  all  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
received  at  such  plant  which  are  made 
available  if  requested  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  for  the  purpose  of  verifica¬ 
tion;  and 

(3)  The  skim  milk  and  butterfat  so 
transferred  shall  be  classified  on  the  basis 
of  the  following  assignment  of  utilization 
at  such  nonpool  plant  in  excess  of  re¬ 
ceipts  of  packaged  fiuid  milk  products 
from  all  pool  plants  and  other  order 
plants: 

(i)  Any  Class  I  utilization  disposed 
of  on  routes  in  the  marketing  area  shall 
be  first  assigned  to  the  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  in  the  fiuld  milk  products  so 
transferred  or  diverted  fnnn  po(d  plants, 
next  pro  rata  to  such  receipts  fnmi  other 


order  plants  and  thereafter  to  receipts 
from  dairy  farmers  who  the  maricet  ad¬ 
ministrator  determines  constitute  the 
regular  source  of  supply  of  Grade  A 
milk  for  such  nonpool  plant; 

(11)  Any  Class  I  utilization  disposed  of 
on  routes  in  the  marketing  area  of  an¬ 
other  order  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act 
shall  be  first  assigned  to  the  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  receipts  of  fiuid  milk 
products  transferred  or  diverted  from 
plants  fully  regulated  by  such  order,  next 
pro  rata  to  such  receipts  from  pool  plants 
and  other  order  plants  not  regulated  by 
such  order,  and  thereafter  to  receipts 
from  dairy  farmers  who  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  determines  constitute  the 
regular  soiuoe  of  supply  for  such  non¬ 
pool  plant; 

(ill)  Class  I  utilization  in  excess  of  that 

assigned  pursuant  to  subdivisions  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  subparagraph  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  first  to  remaining  receipts  from 
dairy  farmers  who  the  maricet  adminis¬ 
trator  determines  constitute  the  regular 
source  of  supply  for  such  nonpool  plant 
and  Class  I  utilization  in  excess  of  such 
receipts  shall  be  assigned  pro  rata  to  un¬ 
assigned  receipts  at  such  nonpool  plant 
from  all  pool  and  other  order  plants;  and 

(iv)  To  the  extent  that  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion  is  not  so  assigned  to  it,  the  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  fiuld  milk  products  so 
transferred  shall  be  classified  as  Class  in 
milk  to  the  extent  available  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  as  Class  n  milk ;  and 

(v)  To  the  extent  that  Class  I  or  Class 
m  utilization  is  not  assigned  to  it,  the 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  Class  n  prod¬ 
ucts  so  transferred  shall  be  classified  as 
Class  n  milk;  and 

(c)  As  follows,  if  transferred  in  the 
form  of  a  fiuld  milk  product  or  Class  n 
product  to  an  other  order  plant  in  excess 
of  receipts  from  such  plant  in  the  same 
category  as  described  in  subparagraph 
(1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  paragraph: 

(1)  If  transferred  in  packaged  form, 
classification  shall  be  in  the  classes  to 
which  allocated  under  the  other  order; 

(2)  If  transferred  in  bulk  form,  classi¬ 
fication  shall  be  in  the  classes  to  which 
allocated  imder  the  other  order  (includ¬ 
ing  allocation  under  the  conditions  set 
forth  in  subparagraph  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph)  ; 

(3)  If  the  operators  of  both  the  trans¬ 
feror  and  transferee  plsmts  so  request  in 
the  reports  of  receipts  and  utilization 
filed  with  their  respective  market  admin¬ 
istrators,  transfers  in  bulk  form  shall  be 
classified  as  CHass  n  or  Class  m  to  the 
extent  of  the  Class  n  or  Clsms  m  utiliza¬ 
tion  (or  comparable  utilization  under 
such  other  order)  available  for  such  as¬ 
signment  pursuant  to  the  allocation  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  transferee  order; 

(4)  If  information  concerning  the 
classification  to  which  allocated  under 
the  other  order  is  not  available  to  the 
market  administrator  for  purposes  of 
establishing  classification  piu^ant  to 
this  psu’agraph,  clsussification  shall  be  as 
Class  I  subject  to  adjustment  when  such 
Information  is  available; 

(5)  For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  if 
the  transferee  order  provides  for  more 
than  two  classes  of  utilization,  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  allocated  to  a  class  con¬ 
sisting  primarily  of  fluid  milk  products 
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gball  be  classified  as  Class  I.  and  alloca¬ 
tions  to  other  classes  shall  be  classified  in 
a  comparable  classification  as  Class  n 
or  Class  m  milk;  and 
(6)  If  the  form  in  which  any  fluid 
Qilllc  product  is  transferred  to  an  other 
order  plant  is  not  defined  as  a  fluid  milk 
product  imder  such  other  order,  classlfl- 
^tion  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  $1012.41. 

(d)  As  Class  n  (to  the  extent  of  such 
utilization  in  the  transferee  plant)  if 
transferred  to  the  plant  of  a  producer- 
handler  in  the  form  of  a  Class  n  prod¬ 
uct,  unless  a.  CHass  m  classification  is 
requested  by  the  operators  of  both  plants 
and  sufficient  Class  m  utilization  is 
available  in  the  tranferee  plant. 

§  1012.44  Computation  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  each  claM. 

For  each  month,  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  shall  correct  for  mathematical 
and  other  obvious  errors  all  reports  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  $  1012.30  and  from 
such  reports,  shall  compute  for  each 
handler  the  total  pounds  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  each  class:  Provided, 
That  if  any  of  the  water  contained  in 
Uie  milk  from  which  a  product  is  made 
is  removed  before  the  product  is  utilized 
or  disposed  of  by  a  handler,  the  poxmds 
of  skim  milk  used  or  disposed  of  in  such 
product  shall  be  consider^  to  be  a  quan¬ 
tity  equivalent  to  the  nonfat  milk  solids 
contained  in  such  product  plus  all  the 
water  originally  associated  with  such 
solids. 

§  1012.45  Allocation  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  clauified. 

After  making  the  computations  pursu¬ 
ant  to  $  1012.44,  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  shall  deten]^e  the  classification  of 
producer  milk  for  each  handler  for  each 
month  as  follows: 

(a)  Skim  milk  shall  be  allocated  in  the 
following  manner: 

(1)  Subtract  from  the  total  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  Class  m  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  classified  as  Class  m  pursuant  to 
11012.41  (c)(5) ; 

(2)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  mUk  in  each  class,  in 
series  beginning  with  Class  n  milk  (and 
then  Class  HI) ,  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  Cla.ss  n  products  received  from  non¬ 
pool  plants; 

(3)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  received  in  packaged  form  from 
other  order  plants  as  follows: 

(i)  Prom  Class  m  milk,  the  lesser  of 
the  pounds  remaining  or  the  quantity 
usociated  with  such  receipts  and  classi¬ 
fied  as  Class  in  pursuant  to  $  1012.41 
(c)(4)  plus  2  percent  of  the  remainder 
of  such  receipts;  and 
(tl)  From  Class  I  milk,  the  remainder 
of  such  receipts; 

(4)  Subtract  in  the  order  specified 
below  from  the  pounds  of  skim  mtuc  re- 
®^ng  in  each  class,  in  series  begin- 
bing  with  Class  m,  the  pounds  of 

®ilk  in  each  of  the  following:  t 
(i)  Other  source  milk  in  a  form  other 
than  that  of  a  fluid  wiiik  product; 

(U)  Receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  for 
which  Oreule  A  certification  is  not  es¬ 


tablished.  or  which  are  from  unidentified 
sources;  and 

(lii)  Receipts  of  fluid  milk  products 
from  a  producer-handler,  as  defined 
under  thta  or  any  other  Federal  order; 

(5)  Subtract,  in  the  order  specified 
below,  from  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  re¬ 
maining  in  Class  m  and/or  Class  n  (be¬ 
ginning  with  Class  m  unless  otherwise 
specified  below)  but  not  in  excess  of  such 
quantity  or  quantities: 

(i)  Receipts  of  fluid  milk  products 
from  unregulated  supply  plants: 

(a)  For  which  the  handler  requests 
such  utilization;  or 

(b)  Which  are  in  excess  of  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  determined  by  subtracting 
from  125  percent  of  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  Class  I  milk,  the  sum 
of  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  in  producer 
milk,  in  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products 
from  pool  plants  of  other  handlers,,  and 
in  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  in  bulk 
from  other  order  plants;  and 

(ii)  Receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  in 
bulk  from  an  other  order  plant  in  excess 
of  similar  transfers  to  such  plant,  if 
Class  HI  or  Class  H  utilization  was  re¬ 
quested  by  the  operator  of  such  plant  and 
Uie  handler; 

(6)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class,  in 
series  beginning  with  Class  H  milk  (and 
then  Class  I),  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  inventory  of  fluid  milk  prodqcts  and 
Class  H  products  at  the  beglnnliig  of  the 
month; 

(7)  Add  to  the  remaining  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  Class  HI  milk  the  poimds 
of  skim  milk  subtracted  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph; 

(8)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  pro  rata  to 
such  quantities,  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  from 
unregulated  supply  plants  that  were  not 
subtracted  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
(5)  (i)  of  this  paragraph; 

(9)  Subtract  from  the  poimds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  m  the  fol¬ 
lowing  order,  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  m  bulk 
from  other  order  plants,  in  excess  in  each 
case  of  similar  transfers  to  the  same 
plant,  that  were  not  subtracted  pursuant 
to  subparagraph  (5)  (il)  of  this  para¬ 
graph: 

(i)  In  series  beginning  with  Class  HI, 
and  thereafter  from  Cflass  H,  the  pounds 
determined  by  multiplying  the  pounds  of 
such  receipts  by  the  larger  of  the  per¬ 
centage  of  estimated  Class  H  and  Class 
HI  utilization  of  skim  milk  announced 
for  the  month  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  pursuant  to  $  1012ui2(l)  or  the  per¬ 
centage  that  Class  H  and  Class  m 
utilization  remaining  is  of  the  total  re¬ 
maining  utilization  of  skim  milk  of  the 
handler;  and 

(ii)  From  Class  I.  the  remaining 
pounds  of  such  receipts; 

(10)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class  the 
poimds  of  skim  milk  in  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  and  in  Class  H  products  received 
from  pool  plants  of  other  handlers  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  classification  of  such 
products  pursuant  to  $  1012.43(a). 

(11)  If  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  re¬ 
maining  exceed  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 


in  producer  milk,  subtract  such  excess 
from  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  remaining 
in  each  class  in  series  beginning  with 
Class  HL  Any  amount  so  subtracted 
shall  be  known  as  “overage”;" 

(b)  Butterfat  shall  be  allocated  in 

accordance  with  the  procedure  outlined 
for  skim  milk  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section;  ' 

(c)  Determine  the  weighted  average 
butterfat  content  of  producer  milk  in 
each  class  as  computed  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section. 

Minhittm  Prices 
§  1012.50  Basic  formula  price. 

The  basic  formula  price  shall  be  the 
average  price  per  hundredweight  for 
manufacturing  grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants 
in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  as  reported 
by  the  Department  for  the  month. 
Such  price  shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5 
percent  butterfat  basis  by  a  butterfat 
differential  (rounded  to  the  nearest  one- 
tenth  cent)  at  the  rate  of  the  Cfliicago 
butter  price  times  0.12  and  rounded  to 
the  nearest  cent. 

§  1012.51  Class  prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  SS  1012.52 
and  1012.53,  the  class  prices  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  for  the  month  shall  be  as 
follows: 

(a)  Class  I  price.  For  the  first  18 
months  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
section,  the  CHass  I  price  shall  be  the 
basic  formula  price  for  the  preceding 
month  plus  $2.85. 

(b)  Class  H  price.  The  Class  H  price 
shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month  plus  $1.00. 

(c)  Class  III  price.  The  Class  HI 
price  shall  be  the  basic  formula  price 
for  the  month  plus  15  cents. 

§  1012.52  Butterfat  differentials  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

For  milk  containing  more  or  less  than 
3.5  percent  butterfat,  the  class  prices 
pursuant  to  $  1012.51  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased,  respectively,  for  each  one- 
tenth  percent  butterfat  at  the  following 
rates: 

(a)  Class  I  price.  7A  cents; 

(b)  Class  H  price,  7A  cents;  and 

(c)  Class  HI  price,  0.115  times  the 
Chicago  butter  price  for  the  month. 

§  1012.53  Location  differentials  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  The  Class  I  price  for  producer 
milk  and  other  source  milk  (for  which  a 
location  adjustment  is  applicable)  at  a 
plant  north  of  Pmellas,  Hillsborough, 
Polk,  or  Osceola  Coimties,  Fla.,  and  70 
miles  or  more  from  the  City  Hall  in 
Tampa,  Fla.,  shall  be  reduced  10  cents 
and  an  additional  1.5  cents  for  each  10 
miles  or  fraction  thereof  that  such  plant 
is  more  than  85  miles  from  the  Tampa 
City  HaU. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  calculating  lo¬ 
cation  differentials,  receipts  of  fluid  milk 
products  from  pool  plants  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  any  remainder  of  Class  I  milk  at 
the  transferee  plant  that  is  in  excess  of 
the  sum  of  producer  milk  receipts  at  such 
plant  and  that  assigned  as  Class  I  to 
receipts  from  other  order  plants  and 
unregnilated  supply  plants.  Such  assign¬ 
ment  shall  be  made  in  sequence  accord- 
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Ing  to  the  location  differential  applicable 
at  each  plant,  beglnnln^r  with  the  plant 
nearest  the  Tampa  City  Hall. 

§  1012.54  Use  of  equivalent  prices. 

If  for  any  reason  a  price  quotation 
rewired  by  this  part  for  computing  class 
prices  or  for  other  purposes  Is  not  avail¬ 
able  in  the  manner  described,  the  market 
administrator  shall  use  a  inice  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  to  be  equivalent 
to  the  price  that  is  required. 

Application  op  Pricks 

§  1012.60  Computation  of  Uie  net  pool 
obligatitm  of  each  handler. 

The  net  pool  obligation  of  each  han¬ 
dler  pursuant  to  §  1012.13  (a)  and  (c) 
during  each  month  shall  be  a  sum  of 
money  computed  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  as  follows: 

(a)  Multiply  the  quantity  of  producer 
milk  In  each  class  as  computed  pursuant 
to  S  1012.45(c)  by  the  applicable  class 
price; 

(b)  Add  the  amoimt  obtained  frcun 
multiplying  the  overage  deducted  from 
each  class  pursuant  to  S  1012.45(a)  (11) 
and  the  corresponding  step  of  §  1012.45 

(b)  by  the  applicable  class  prices; 

(c)  Add  the  amount  obtained  fnun 
multiplsring  the  difference  between  the 
Class  n  price  for  the  preceding  month 
and  the  Class  I  price  for  the  current 
month  by  the  hundredweight  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  substracted  from 
Class  I  pursuant  to  S  1012.45(a)  (6)  and 
the  corresponding  step  of  S  1012.45(b) ; 

(d)  Add  an  amount  equal  to  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  value  at  the  CHass 
I  and  Class  m  price  values  at  the  pool 
plant  of  the  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
substracted  from  Class  I  pursuant  to 
§  1012.45(a)  (4)  and  the  corresponding 
step  of  S  1012.45(b) ; 

(e)  Add  the  value  at  the  Class  I  price 
adjusted  for  location  of  the  nearest  non¬ 
pool  plant(s)  from  which  an  equivalent 
volume  was  received,  of  the  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  subtracted  from  Class  I 
pursuant  to  81012.45(a)(8)  and  the 
corresponding  step  of  8  1012.45(b). 

§  1012.61  Computation  of  unifmro 
price. 

For  each  month,  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  shall  compute  a  uniform  price  as 
follows: 

(a)  Combine  into  one  total  the  values 
computed  pmsuant  to  8  1012.60  for  all 
handlers  who  filed  the  reports  pursuant 
to  8  1012.30  for  the  month,  exc^  those 
in  default  of  payments  required  pur¬ 
suant  to  8 1012.14  for  the  preceding 
month; 

(b)  Add  or  subtract  for  each  cme- 
tenth  percent  that  the  average  butter¬ 
fat  content  of  milk  represented  by  the 
values  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  is  less  or  more,  respectively,  than 
3.5  percent,  the  amount  obtained  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  such  difference  by  the  butta*fat 
differential  pursuant  to  8  1012.71  and 
multiply  the  result  by  the  total  hundred¬ 
weight  of  such  milk; 

(c)  Add  an  amount  equal  to  the  total 
value  of  the  location  differentials  c(un- 
puted  pursuant  to  8  1012.72; 


(d)  Add  an  amoimt  equal  to  one-half 
the  unobligated  balance  in  the  produeer- 
setUem^t  fund; 

(e)  Divide  the  resulting  amount  by  the 
sum  of  the  following  for  aU  handlers 
included  in  these  computations; 

(1)  The  total  himdredweight  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk;  and 

(2)  The  total  hundredweight  for 
which  a  value  is  ccunputed  pursuant  to 
8  1012.60(e) ;  and 

(f)  Subtract  not  less  than  four  cents 
nor  more  than  five  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight. 

§  1012.62  Obligations  of  handler  oper¬ 
ating  a  partially  regulated  distribut¬ 
ing  plant. 

Each  handler  who  operates  a  partially 
regulated  distributing  plant  shall  pay  to 
the  market  administrator  for  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  on  or  before  the 
25th  day  aftn-  the  end  of  the  month 
either  of  the  amounts  (at  the  handler’s 
Section)  calculated  pursuant  to  pcuu- 
graph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  section.  If  the 
handler  fails  to  report  pimsuant  to 
88  1012.30  and  1012.31(b)  the  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  to  compute  the  amount 
specified  in  paragreq>h  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  he  shall  pay  the  amount  computed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion: 

(a)  An  amount  computed  as  follows: 

(1)  The  obligation  that  would  have 
been  computed  pursuant  to  8  1012.60  at 
such  plant  shall  be  determined  as  though 
such  plant  were  a  pool  plant.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  such  computation,  rec^ts  at 
such  nonpoed  plant  from  a  pool  plant  or 
an  otha:  order  plant  shall  be  assigned  to 
the  utilization  at  which  classified  at  the 
pool  plant  or  other  orda-  plant  and 
transfers  from  such  nonpool  plant  to  a 
pool  idant  or  an  other  (xder  plant  whivll 
be  classified  as  Class  n  or  Class  m  milk 
if  allocated  to  such  class  at  the  pool 
plant  or  other  order  plant  and  be  valued 
at  the  imiform  price  of  the  reflective 
order  if  so  allocated  to  Class  I  milk. 
There  shall  be  included  hi  the  obligation 
so  computed  a  charge  in  the  amount 
fiecified  in  8  1012.60(e)  and  a  credit  in 
the  amount  specified  in  8  1012.74(b)(2) 
with  respect  to  rec^pts  from  an  unregu¬ 
lated  supply  plant,  unless  an  obligation 
with  respect  to  such  plant  is  ccunputed 
as  specified  below  in  this  sulH?aragraph. 
If  the  operaUx'  of  the  partially  regulated 
distributing  plant  so  requests,  and  pro¬ 
vides  with  his  rfxirt  pursuant  to 
8  1012.30  a  similar  rfwrt  for  each  non- 
pool  plant  which  serves  as  a  sunily  plant 
for  such  partially  regulated  distributing 
plant  by  shipments  to  such  plant  during 
the  month  equivalent  to  the  require¬ 
ments  ol  8  1012.10(b) ,  with  agreement  of 
the  operator  of  such  plant  that  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  may  examine  the 
IxxdcB  and  records  of  su^  plant  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  verification  of  such  reports, 
there  will  be  added  the  amount  of  the 
obligation  ocxnputed  at  such  nonpool 
supply  plant  in  the  same  manner  and 
subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  for  the 
partially  regulated  distributing  plant. 

(2)  Frexn  this  obligation,  deduct  the 
s(un  of: 

(1)  The  gross  payments  made  by  such 
handler  for  Grade  A  milk  received  dur¬ 


ing  the  month  from  dairy  farmers  at 
such  plant  and  like  pmsrments  made  by 
Uie  operator  of  a  supply  plant(s)  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  computations  pursuant  to 
sul^ragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph;  and 
(ii)  Pasmients  to  the  producer-settle¬ 
ment  fund  of  another  order  imder  which 
such  plant  is  also  a  partially  regulated 
distributing  plant. 

(b)  An  amount  computed  as  follows; 

(1)  Determine  the  respective  amounts 
of  skim  milk  and  butterfat  disposed  tA 
as  Class  I  milk  in  the  marketing  area 
on  routes; 

(2)  Deduct  (except  that  deducted 
under  a  similar  provision  of  another  or¬ 
der  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Act)  the  re¬ 
spective  amoimts  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  received  as  Class  I  milk  at  the 
partially  regulated  distributing  plant 
from  pool  plants  and  other  order  plants; 

(3)  Combine  the  amounts  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  remaining  into  one  total 
and  determine  the  weighted  average 
butterfat  content;  and 

(4)  From  the  value  of  such  milk  at  the 
Class  I  price  applicable  at  the  location 
of  the  nonpool  plant,  subtract  its  value 
at  the  uniform  price  applicable  at  such 
location  or  at  the  Class  m  price,  which¬ 
ever  is  higher. 

Paticents 

§  1012.70  Time  and  method  of  pavment 

(a)  Except  SIS  provided  in  paragnqdi 
(b)  of  this  section,  each  hauidler  shall 
make  payment  for  producer  milk  u 
follows: 

(1)  On  or  before  the  20th  day  of  the 
month  to  each  producer  who  had  not 
discontinued  shipping  milk  to  such  han¬ 
dler  before  the  15th  day  of  the  month, 
not  less  than  85  percent  of  the  imlform 
price  for  the  preceding  month  (not  less 
them  $4.00  for  the  first  month  this  provi¬ 
sion  is  in  effect)  per  hundredweight  of 
milk  received  diulng  the  first  15  days  ol 
the  month; 

(2)  On  or  before  the  5th  day  of  the 
following  month  tc  each  producer  who 
had  not  discontinued  shipping  milk  to 
such  handler  before  the  lart  day  of  the 
month,  not  less  than  85  percent  of  the 
uniform  price  for  the  preceding  month 
(not  less  than  $4.00  for  the  first  month 
this  provision  is  in  effect)  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  milk  received  from  the  16th 
through  the  last  day  of  the  month;  and 

(3)  On  or  before  the  15th  day  of  each 
month  to  each  producer  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  preceding  month,  not 
less  than  the  uniform  price  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  adjusted  pursuant  to  88  1012.71, 
1012.72  and  1012.76,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  Minus  payments  made  pursuant 
to  sulxTaragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this 
paragr{u>h; 

(li)  Less  proper  deductions  authorized 

in  writing  by  such  producer;  and 

(ill)  If  by  such  date  such  hstndler  has 
not  received  full  pasonent  from  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  pursuant  to  8  1012.75 
for  such  ynnnth,  he  may  reduce  pro  rats 
his  payments  to  producers  by  not  more 
than  the  amount  of  such  underpayment. 
Payment  to  producers  shall  be  <xMn- 
pleted  thereafter  not  later  than  the  date 
for  making  payments  pursuant  to  this 
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paragraph  next  following  after  receipt 
of  the  balance  due  from  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  which  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  determines  is  authorized  by  its  mem¬ 
bers  to  collect  payment  for  their  milk 
and  which  has  so  requested  any  handler 
in  writing,  together  with  a  written  prom¬ 
ise  of  such  sissociation  to  reimburse  the 
handler  the  amount  of  any  actual  loss 
incurred  by  him  because  of  any  improper 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  association,  such 
handler  on  or  before  the  second  day 
prior  the  the  date  on  which  payments 
are  due  individual  producers,  shall  pay 
the  cooperative  association  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  month  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer-members  of  such  association  as 
determined  by  the  market  administrator 
an  amount  not  less  than  the  total  due 
such  producer-members  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  subject  to 
the  following: 

(1)  Payment  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  made  for  milk  received 
from  any  producer  beginning  on  the  first 
day  of  the  month  following  receipt  from 
the  cooperative  association  of  its  certi¬ 
fication  that  such  producer  is  a  member, 
and  continuing  through  the  last  day  of 
the  month  next  preceding  receipt  of  no¬ 
tice  from  the  cooperative  association  of  a 
termination  of  membership  or  until  the 
original  request  is  rescinded  in  writing 
by  the  cooperative  association;  and 

(2)  Copies  of  the  written  request  of 
the  cooperative  association  to  receive 
payments  on  behalf  of  its  members,  to¬ 
gether  with  its  promise  to  reimburse  and 
its  certified  list  of  members  shall  be 
submitted  slmultaneorisly  both  to  the 
handler  and  to  the  market  administrator 
and  shall  be  subject  to  verification  by 
the  market  administrator  at  his  discre¬ 
tion,  through  audit  of  the  records  of  the 
cooperative  association.  Exceptions,  if 
any,  to  the  accuracy  of  such  certifica¬ 
tion  claimed  by  any  producer  or  by  a 
handler  shall  be  made  by  written  notice 
to  the  market  administrator  and  shall 
subject  to  his  determination. 

§1012.71  Butterfat  differential  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

The  uniform  price  piursuant  to 
i  1012.70  shsdl  be  increased  or  decreased 
for  each  one-tenth  percent  that  the 
butterfat  content  of  such  mUk  is  above 
or  below  3.5  percent,  respectively,  at  the 
rate  (rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth 
cent)  determined  by  mulUplsrlng  the 
pounds  of  butterfat  in  producer  milk 
allocated  to  each  class  pursuant  to 
5 1012.45  by  the  respective  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  for  each  class. 

§  1012.72  Location  differentials  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  on  nonpool  milk. 

(a)  The  uniform  price  for  producer 
mUk  received  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be 
reduced  according  to  the  location  of  the 
pool  plant  at  the  rates  set  forth  in 
1 1012.53;  and 

(b)  For  purposes  of  computations  pur¬ 
suant  to  S§  1012.74  and  1012.76,  the  uni¬ 
form  price  shall  be  adjusted  at  the  rates 
Mt  forth  in  S  1012.53  applicable  at  the 
lotion  of  the  nonpool  plant  from  which 
the  milk  was  received. 
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§  1012.73  Producer-settlement  fund. 

The  market  administrator  shall  main¬ 
tain  a  separate  fimd  known  as  the  “pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund”  into  which  he 
shall  deposit  all  payments  into  such  fund 
pursuant  to  SS  1012.62  and  1012.74  and 
out  of  which  he  shall  make  all  payments 
from  such  fund  pursuant  to  S  1012.76: 
Provided,  That  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  shall  offset  the  payment  due  to  a 
handler  against  payments  due  from  such 
handler. 

§  1012.74  Payments  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

On  or  before  the  12th  day  after  the 
end  of  the  month,  each  handler  shall  pay 
to  the  market  administrator  the  amoimt, 
if  any,  by  which  the  total  amounts  Q>ec- 
ified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
exceed  the  amounts  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section: 

(a)  The  net  pool  obligation  pursuant 
to  9  1012.60  for  such  handler;  and 

(b)  The  smn  of : 

(1)  The  value  of  such  handler’s  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  at  the  applicable  \uuform 
price;  and 

(2)  The  value  at  the  uniform  price 
applicable  at  the  location  of  the  plant(s) 
from  which  received  (not  to  be  less  than 
the  value  at  the  Class  IH  price)  of  other 
source  milk  for  which  a  value  is  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  9  1012.60(e) . 

§  1012.75  Payments  from  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

On  or  before  the  13th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month,  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  shall  pay  to  each  handler  the 
amoimt,  if  any,  by  which  the  amount 
computed  pursuant  to  9  1012.74(b)  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  amount  computed  pursuant  to 
9  1012.74(a).  If,  at  such  time,  the  bal¬ 
ance  in  the  producer-settlement  fund  is 
insufficient  to  make  all  pairments  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  reduce  uniformly  such 
payments  and  shall  complete  such  pay¬ 
ments  as  soon  as  the  funds  are 
available. 

§  1012.76  Marketing  services. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  each  handler  in  mak¬ 
ing  payments  for  producer  milk  received 
during  the  month  shall  deduct  4  cents 
per  hundredweight  or  such  lesser  amount 
as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe  (except 
on  such  handler’s  own  farm  production) 
tmd  shall  pay  such  deductions  to  the 
market  administrator  not  later  than  the 
15th  day  after  the  end  of  the  month. 
Such  money  shall  be  used  by  the  market 
administrator  to  verify  or  establish 
weights,  samples  and  tests  of  producer 
milk  and  to  provide  producers  with 
market  information.  Such  services  shall 
be  performed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
market  administrator  or  by  an  agent 
engaged  by  and  responsible  to  him. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  producers  for  whom 
a  cooperative  association  is  performing, 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the 
services  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  each  handler  shall  make, 
in  lieu  of  the  deductions  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  such  de¬ 
ductions  as  are  authorized  by  such  pro¬ 
ducers  and,  on  or  before  the  15th  day 


after  the  end  of  each  month,  pay  over 
such  deductions  to  the  ass(x:iation  ren¬ 
dering  such  services. 

§  1012.77  Expense  of  administration. 

As  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expense  of 
administration  of  this  part,  each  handler 
shall  pay  to  the  market  administrator 
on  or  before  the  15th  day  after  the  end 
of  the  month,  four  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  or  such  lesser  amount  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe  with  respect  to : 

(a)  Producer  milk  (including  such 
handler’s  own  production) ; 

(b)  Other  source  milk  allocated  to 
Class  I  pursuant  to  9  1012.45(a)  (4)  and 
(8)  and  the  corresponding  steps  of 
9  1012.45(b) ;  and 

(c)  Class  I  milk  disposed  of  in  the 
marketing  area  from  a  partially  regu¬ 
lated  distributing  plant  that  exceeds  the 
hundredweight  of  Class  I  milk  received 
dining  the  month  at  such  plant  from 
pool  plants  and  other  order  plants. 

§  1012.78  Adjustment  of  accounts. 

When  verification  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  of  reports  or  payments  of  a 
handler  discloses  errors  resulting  in 
monies  due  the  market  administrator 
from  such  handler,  such  handler  from 
the  market  administrator,  or  a  pro¬ 
ducer  or  cooperative  association  from 
such  handler,  the  market  administrator 
shall  promptly  notify  such  handler  of 
any  amount  so  due  and  pasunent  thereof 
shall  be  made  not  later  than  the  date 
for  making  payment  next  following  such 
disclosure. 

§  1012.79  Interest  payments. 

The  unpaid  obligation  of  a  handler 
pursuant  to  99  1012.74,  1012.76,  1012.77, 
and  1012.78  shall  be  increased  one-half 
of  one  percent  for  each  month  or  portion 
thereof  that  such  obligation  is  overdue. 

§  1012.80  Termination  of  obligations. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
apply  to  any  obligation  under  this, part 
for  the  payment  of  money. 

(a)  The  obligation  of  any  handler  to 
pay  money  required  to  be  paid  under  the 
terms  of  this  part  shall,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this 
section,  terminate  two  years  after  the 
last  day  of  the  month  during  which  the 
market  administrator  receives  the  hand¬ 
ler’s  utilization  report  on  the  milk  in¬ 
volved  in  such  obligation,  unless  within 
such  two-year  period,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  notifies  the  handler  in  writ¬ 
ing  that  such  money  is  due  and  payable. 
Service  of  such  notice  shall  be  complete 
upon  mailing  to  the  handler’s  last  known 
address,  and  it  shall  contain,  but  need 
not  be  limited  to,  the  following 
information: 

(1)  The  amount  of  the  obligation; 

(2)  The  month(s)  during  which  the 
milk,  with  respect  to  which  the  obliga¬ 
tion  exists,  was  received  or  handled;  and 

(3)  If  the  obligation  is  payable  to  one 
or  more  producers  or  to  an  association  of 
producers,  the  name  of  such  producer(s) 
or  association  of  producers,  or  if  the 
obligation  is  payable  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator.  the  account  for  which  it  is 
to  be  paid; 

(b)  If  a  handler  fails  or  refuses,  with 
respect  to  any  obligation  under  this  part. 
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to  make  available  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  or  his  r^resentative  all 
books  and  records  required  by  this  part 
to  be  made  available,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  may.  within  the  two-year 
period  provided  for  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  notify  the  handler  in  writ¬ 
ing  of  such  failure  or  refusal.  If  the 
market  administrator  so  notifies  a  hand¬ 
ler,  the  said  two-year  period  with  respect 
to  such  obligation  shall  not  begin  to  nm 
imtil  the  first  day  of  the  month  following 
the  month  during  which  all  such  books 
and  records  pertaining  to  such  obliga¬ 
tion  are  made  available  to  the  market 
administrator  or  his  representative; 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section, 
a  handler’s  obligation  under  this  part  to 
pay  money  shsdl  not  be  terminated  with 
respect  to  any  transaction  involving 
fraud  or  wUlfiil  concealment  of  a  fact, 
material  to  the  obligation,  on  the  part 
of  the  handler  against  whom  the  obliga¬ 
tion  is  sought  to  be  imposed;  and 

(d)  Any  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
market  administrator  to  pay  a  handler 
any  money  which  such  handler  claims  to 
be  due  him  under  the  terms  of  this  part 
shsdl  terminate  two  years  edter  the  end  of 
the  month  during  which  the  payment 
(including  deduction  or  setoff  by  the 
market  administrator)  was  made  by  the 
handler,  if  a  refund  on  such  payment 
is  claimed,  unless  such  handler,  within 
the  applicable  period  of  time,  files,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  8c(15)  (A)  of  the  Act,  a 
petition  claiming  such  money. 

Effective  Time,  Suspension,  or 
Termination 

§1012.90  Effective  time. 

The  provisions  of  this  part  or  any 
amendment  thereto  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  at  such  time  as  the  Secretary  may 
declare  and  shall  continue  in  force  untU 
suspended  or  terminated. 

§  1012.91  Suspension  or  termination. 
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ceipts  and  disbursements  and  deliver  all 
funds  or  property  on  hand  together  with 
the  books  and  records  of  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator,  or  such  person,  to  such  per¬ 
son  as  the  Secretary  shall  direct;  and 
(3)  if  so  directed  by  the  Secretary,  ex¬ 
ecute  such  assignment  or  other  instru¬ 
ments  necessary  or  appropriate  to  vest 
in  such  person  full  title  to  all  funds, 
property  and  claims  vested  in  the  market 
administrator  or  such  person  pursuant 
thereto. 

§  1012.93  Liquidation  after  suspension 
or  termination. 

Upon  the  suspension  or  termination  of 
any  or  all  provisions  of  this  part,  the 
market  administrator,  or  such  person  as 
the  Secretary  may  designate  shall,  if  so 
directed  by  the  Secretary,  liquidate  the 
business  of  the  market  administrator’s 
office  and  dispose  of  all  funds  and  prop¬ 
erty  then  in  his  possession  or  under  ^ 
control  together  with  claims  for  any 
funds  which  are  impaid  or  owing  at  the 
time  of  such  suspension  or  termination. 
Any  funds  collected  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part,  over  and  above  the 
amounts  necessary  to  meet  outstanding 
obligations  and  the  expenses  necessarily 
incurred  by  the  market  administrator  or 
such  person  in  liquidating  such  fimds, 
shall  be  distributed  to  the  contributing 
handlers  and  producers  in  an  equitable 
manner. 

Miscellaneous  Provisions 
§  1012.100  Separability  of  provisiona. 

If  any  provision  of  this  part,  or  its  ap¬ 
plication  to  any  person  or  circumstances, 
is  held  invalid,  the  application  of  such 
provision,  and  of  the  remaining  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  psu*t,  to  other  persons  or 
circumstances  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

§  1012.101  Agenu. 

The  Secretary  may,  by  designation  in 
writing,  name  any  officer  or  employee  of 


procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agre«nents  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa,  on 
May  11-12,  1965,  pursuant  to  notices 
thereof  Issued  April  15,  1965  (30  PR. 
5603)  and  AprU  23.  1065.  (30  FR.  5907). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs,  on  June  25.  1965, 
(30  P.R.  8337;  PR.  Doc.  65-6866)  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  UR.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  his  recommended  deci¬ 
sion  containing  notice  of  the  opportunity 
to  file  written  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  (30  PR.  8337; 
FR.  Doc.  65-6866)  are  hereby  wproved 
and  adopted  and  set  forth  in  full  herein 
subject  to  the  following  modifications: 

1.  A  paragraph  is  added  at  the  end 
of  the  findings  relative  to  the  Des  Moines 
order. 

2.  Two  paragraphs  are  added  at  the 
end  of  the  findings  relative  to  the  North 
Central  Iowa  order. 

3.  A  paragraph  is  added  at  the  end  of 
the  findings  relative  to  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  order. 

’The  material  issue  on  the  record  of  the 
hearing  relates  to  the  level  of  Class  I 
prices  applicable  under  the  Des  Moines, 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  and  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Iowa  orders  at  any  or  all  plant  loca- 
ticms,  the  Class  I  price  level  applicable 
under  the  Quad  Citles-Dubuque  order  at 
certain  locations,  and  the  conforming 
location  adjustments  of  blend  prices  at 
the  respective  plant  locations. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  are 
based  on  the  evidence  presented  at  the 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof: 

The  Class  I  prices  applicable  at  certain 
locations  under  each  of  the  respective 
orders  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Des  Moines.  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City, 


The  Secretary  shall  suspend  or  ter¬ 
minate  any  or  all  provisions  of  this  part 
whenever  he  finds  that  they  obstruct  or 
do  not  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act.  ’This  part  shall,  in  any 
event,  terminate  whenever  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  authorizing  it  cease  to  be  in 
effect. 

§  1012.92  Continuing  poyrer  and  duty 
of  the  market  administrator. 

(a)  If,  upon  the  suspension  or  termi¬ 
nation  of  any  or  all  of  the  provisions  of 
this  part,  there  are  any  obligations  aris¬ 
ing  hereunder,  the  final  accrual  or  as¬ 
certainment  of  which  requires  further 
acts  by  any  handler,  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator,  or  by  any  other  person,  the 
power  and  duty  to  perform  such  further 
acts  shall  continue  notwithstanding  such 
suspension  or  termination;  Provided. 
That  any  such  acts  required  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  market^  administrator 
shall,  if  the  Secretary  so  directs,  be  per¬ 
formed  by  such  other  person,  persons  or 
agency  as  the  Secretary  may  designate. 

(b)  ’The  market  administrator  or  such 
other  person  as  the  Secretary  may  desig¬ 
nate  shall  (1)  continue  in  such  capacity 
imtil  discharged  by  the  Secretary;  (2) 
from  time  to  time  account  for  aU  re- 


the  United  States  to  act  as  his  agent  or 
representative  in  connection  with  any  of 
the  provisions  of  this  part. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  5, 1965. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[PJR.  Doc.  66-8876;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1066; 
8:47  am.] 


[  7  CFR  Parts  1063,  1070,  1078, 
1079  1 

[Docket  Noe.  AO  106-A18,  AO  2a9-A10. 

AO  a72-A5,  A0296-A6I 

MILK  IN  QUAD  CITIES-DUBUQUE, 
CEDAR  RAPIDS-IOWA  CITY,  NORTH 
CENTRAL  IOWA,  AND  DES  MOINES, 
IOWA,  MARKETING  AREAS 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements 
and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  UH.C.  601  et.  seq.) . 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 


North  Central  Iowa,  and  Quad  Cities- 
Dubuque  orders  should  be  revised  and 
conforming  changes  should  be  made  in 
location  adjustments  iqipUcable  to  blend 
prices.  ’The  net  effect  of  such  changes 
should  not  result  in  an  increase  in  the 
average  price  paid  for  Class  I  milk  in  all 
four  markets.  Specifically  the  following 
changes  should  be  made: 

1.  The  Class  I  prices  applicable  under 
the  Des  Moines  order  at  all  plant  loca¬ 
tions  should  be  revised  by  establishing 
24  cents  as  the  maximum  adjustment  to 
be  made  based  on  the  Chicago  supply- 
demand  adjustor.  This  would  effect  a 
14-cent  decrease  in  the  price  under  cur¬ 
rent  conditions. 

2.  The  Class  I  prices  iqiplicable  under 
the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  order  should 
be  Increased  at  all  locations  by  5  cents 
per  hundredweight. 

3.  ’The  prices  applicable  under  the 
North  Central  Iowa  order  should  be  es¬ 
tablished  by  zones  which  would  effect  an 
increase  of  5  cents  per  himdredweight 
in  Class  I  prices  at  plants  located  in 
Mower  County,  Minn.,  in  Marshall 
Coimty,  Iowa,  and  in  the  porticm  of  Fay¬ 
ette  County,  Iowa,  which  is  north  of  the 
present  “base  zone’’.  The  Class  I  price 
applicable  under  the  North  Central  Iowa 
order  at  plants  located  in  Freeborn 
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County,  Minn.,  should  be  reduced  5  cents 
per  hundredweight.  For  plants  in  Linn 
and  Johnson  Counties  which  might  be¬ 
come  regulated  under  the  North  Central 
Iowa  order,  a  price  5  cents  higher  than 
the  base  zone  price  should  be  established. 

4.  The  QusmI  Cities-Dubuque  order 
should  be  amended  to  establish  an  addi¬ 
tional  base  point  at  West  Liberty,  Iowa, 
from  which  to  measure  the  distances  be¬ 
yond  which  location  price  adjustments 
are  applicable. 

The  Class  I  price  under  each  of  these 
four  Iowa  orders  is  established  by  a  com¬ 
mon  tirpe  of  pricing  formula  which 
brings  about  identical  price  changes  in 
all  markets  from  month  to  month.  This 
is  accomplished  by  adding  specified  dif¬ 
ferentials  to  the  same  basic  formula  price 
(average  prices  reported  paid  for  manu¬ 
facturing  grade  milk  in  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin) .  The  differentials  vary  sea¬ 
sonally  according  to  the  same  pattern 
in  all  four  markets.  The  seasonal  pat¬ 
tern  of  pricing  is  also  identical  to  the 
seasonal  price  changes  which  are  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Chicago  milk 
marketing  area. 

The  present  annual  Class  I  price  dif¬ 
ferentials  added  to  the  basic  formula 
price  under  the  four  orders  are; 

Quad  Cltles-Dubuque— ai.lO. 

Cedar  Rapids-lowa  City — $1.05. 

North  Central  Iowa — $1.05. 

Des  Moines— $1.25. 

Each  of  the  Class  I  prices  is  subject  to 
the  supply-demand  adjustment  under 
the  Chicago  order  with  a  maximum  ad¬ 
justment  of  plus  or  minus  24  cents,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  Des  Moines  price  which  hsm 
a  maximum  adjustment  of  plus  or  minus 
10  cents.  Thus,  the  Class  I  prices  under 
the  Cedar  Rapids-lowa  City  and  North 
Central  Iowa  orders  are  5  cents  higher 
than  the  Chicago  Class  I  price  and  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order  price  is  10 
cents  higher  than  the  Chicago  Class  I 
price.  The  Des  Moines  Class  I  price  at 
plants  in  Polk  County  is  39  cents  higher 
than  the  Chicago  order  Class  I  price  and 
29  cents  higher  outside  the  base  zone 
of  Polk  County,  Iowa. 

The  Class  I  price  level  in  the  Chicago 
market  is  a  dominant  factor  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  price  level  in  these  Iowa  mar¬ 
kets  because  it  represents  the  level  of 
price  at  which  an  alternative  supply  of 
milk  is  available  for  each  and  all  of  these 
markets.  In  1964,  Grade  A  milk  priced 
under  the  Chicago  order  which  was  used 
in  Class  ni  (manufactured  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts)  totaled  more  than  3  billion  poimds. 
Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  Chicago 
milk  market  administrator’s  report  of  re¬ 
ceipts  and  classification  of  milk  under 
that  order.  Class  I  sales  in  these  four 
Iowa  markets  were  slightly  in  excess  of 
800  million  pounds  in  1964. 

The  Class  I  prices  which  have  pre¬ 
vailed  in  these  Iowa  markets  in  recent 
years  have  resulted  in  a  relatively  stable 
percentage  of  producer  milk  used  in 
Class  I.  In  both  1963  and  1964,  the  four- 
market  average  of  producer  milk  used  in 
Class  I  was  73  percent.  During  the  first 
<  months  of  1966  the  average  use  in  Class 
I  was  74  percent  as  compared  to  73  per¬ 
cent  in  the  same  period  last  year. 


The  four-market  total  provides  the 
only  realistic  measure  of  the  supply-sales 
relationship  for  these  markets.  This  is 
because  the  supply  for  each  of  the  four 
maiicets  Is  influenced  by  the  quantity 
of  milk  which  the  Des  Moines  Coopera¬ 
tive  Dairy,  a  cooperative  with  sales  to 
handlers  in  each  of  the  four  markets, 
assigns  as  producer  milk  in  each  mar¬ 
ket.  The  Des  Moines  Cooperative  sup¬ 
plies  75  percent  of  the  producer  milk 
under  the  Des  Moines  order,  49  percent 
of  producer  milk  under  the  Cedar  Rapids- 
lowa  City  order  and  16  percent  of  the 
producer  milk  imder  the  North  Central 
Iowa  order.  Also,  a  substantial  volume 
of  producer  milk  under  the  Cedar 
Rapids-lowa  City  order  is  moved  reg¬ 
ularly  by  the  cooperative  to  a  Quad 
Cities-Dubuque  handler  for  Class  n  use. 
Cedar  Rapids-lowa  City  producer  milk 
is  also  moved  by  the  cooperative  to 
plants  regulated  under  the  Des  Moines 
and  North  Central  Iowa  orders  when  it  is 
needed.  Thus,  the  Cedar  Rapids-lowa 
City  producer  milk  supply  represents  a 
reserve  supply  for  each  of  these  Iowa 
markets.  Also,  the  handlers  in  each  of 
these  markets  compete  actively  for  sales 
with  handlers  in  one  or  more  of  the  other 
Iowa  markets.  Hence,  temporary  in¬ 
creases  in  Class  I  sales  in  one  market 
often  bring  about  temporary  decreases 
in  another  market. 

The  issue  presented  on  this  record  is 
the  reapprai^  of  Class  I  price  levels 
under  the  various  orders  at  specific  loca¬ 
tions.  The  present  framework  of  Class 
I  prices  tied  to  the  Chicago  order  Class  I 
price  was  generally  accepted  by  wit¬ 
nesses  as  necessary  and  desirable. 

An  appropriate  pattern  of  pricing  at 
specified  locations  should  reflect  the  rela¬ 
tive  cost  of  transporting  milk  to  the  re¬ 
spective  locations  from  an  area  of  alter¬ 
native  milk  supplies  available  at  lower 
prices.  The  b^t  alternative  supply  for 
these  markets  is  the  large  volume  of 
Grade  A  milk  available  in  northeastern 
Iowa,  western  Wisconsin  and  southern 
Minnesota.  Because  the  Chicago  mar¬ 
ket  draws  large  quantities  of  milk  from 
this  area  the  Chicago  Class  I  price  is  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  alternative  supply 
price.  The  price  levels  at  which  pro¬ 
ducers  in  these  Iowa  markets  can  main¬ 
tain  their  Class  I  sales  cannot  for  any 
extended  time  exceed  this  alternative 
supply  price  plus  the  cost  of  transporting 
milk  to  the  reflective  market.  Thus, 
Class  I  prices  within  Iowa  must  be  lowest 
in  the  northeastern  coimtles  with  some¬ 
what  higher  levels  at  other  locations. 
The  highest  Class  I  prices  may  be  main¬ 
tained  at  locations  most  distant  from  the 
Minnesota-Wisconsin  area. 

The  present  pattern  of  Class  I  prices 
under  these  orders  in  general  reflects  a 
gradual  increase  from  north  to  south  and 
from  northeast  to  southwest.  However, 
the  differences  in  Class  I  prices  between 
plants  located  near  each  other  but  reg¬ 
ulated  xmder  different  orders  or  the  same 
order  are  too  great  in  some  instances  and 
these  price  differences  threaten  to  dis¬ 
rupt  the  orderly  marketing  of  milk  in 
this  group  of  markets.  Hence,  decreases 
in  Class  I  prices  at  certain  locations  and 
increases  at  other  locations  are  desirable 
to  provide  more  imlform  prices  for  plants 


located  similarly  with  respect  to  alterna¬ 
tive  supplies.  Since  the  four  markets  as 
a  group  are  adequately  supplied,  the  re¬ 
vision  of  Class  I  prices  should  result  in  no 
net  increase  In  the  average  returns  for 
Class  I  milk  in  all  four  markets. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  order.  The  Class  I 
price  formula  of  the  Des  Moines  milk 
order  should  be  revised  to  fully  reflect 
the  supply-demand  adjustment  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  Chicago  order  Class  I 
price  computation.  Currently,  this  would 
reduce  the  Class  I  price  by  14  cents. 

The  present  Class  I  price  is  determined 
by  adding  a  Class  I  differential  averag¬ 
ing  $1.25  annually  to  the  basic  formula 
price  with  a  further  adjustment  of  not 
more  than  10  cents  based  on  the  supply- 
demand  adjustment  to  the  Chicago  Clsiss 
I  price.  The  limit  of  10  cents  would  be 
replaced  with  the  limit  of  plus  or  minus 
24  cents  that  is  now  effective  under  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque,  Cedar  Rapids- 
lowa  City  and  North  Centiral  Iowa  orders. 

The  cooperative  association  repre¬ 
senting  producers  that  supply  about  75 
percent  of  the  milk  in  the  Des  Moines 
market  and  several  Des  Moines  handlers 
proposed  the  14-cent  reduction  in  the 
Class  I  price.  The  only  opposition  to  the 
proposal  was  by  a  cooperative  association 
representative  from  Uie  Nebraska-West¬ 
ern  Iowa  market  who  generally  opposed 
any  reduction  on  the  grounds  that  price 
relationships  with  markets  to  the  west 
and  south  would  be  disturbed. 

Official  notice  is  taken  of  an  amended 
order  issued  August  21,  1959,  which  be¬ 
came  effective  September  1,  1959,  in 
which  the  effect  of  the  Chicago  supply- 
demand  adjustment  on  the  Des  Moines 
Class  I  price  was  limited  to  10  cents 
through  April  1960.  An  amended  order, 
effective  May  1,  1960,  of  which  official 
notice  is  taken,  extended  the  temporary 
limit  of  10  cents  indefinitely. 

In  early  1960  when  the  Des  Moines 
Class  I  price  was  increased,  80  percent 
of  producer  receipts  were  utilized  in 
Class  I.  Since  the  May  1960  amendment 
became  effective,  the  annual  Class  I  utili¬ 
zation  in  the  Des  Moines  market  de¬ 
clined  to  69  percent  of  producer  receipts 
in  1961,  75  percent  in  1962,  74  percent 
in  1963,  and  72  percent  in  1964.  Hence, 
in  recent  years  with  72  to  75  percent  of 
producer  milk  used  in  Class  I  tiie  market 
has  been  adequately  supplied  for  fluid 
needs.  But  the  higher  price  in  Des 
Moines  in  relation  to  other  markets  now 
threatens  to  attract  milk  from  lower 
priced  areas  and  thus  obtain  a  supply 
of  milk  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  the 
Class  1  needs  of  the  market. 

Des  Moines  handlers  recently  placed 
the  cooperative  association  on  notice  that 
they  wotild  discontinue  purchases  of  milk 
from  the  cooperative  in  favor  of  lower 
priced  milk  from  other  sources  unless 
the  Des  Moines  prices  were  reduced. 
One  handler  claimed  that  other  source 
milk  in  a  quantity  sufficient  to  supply  his 
total  needs  (including  Class  n  uses)  was 
available  to  him  at  a  cost  delivered  to  his 
plant,  reflecting  about  a  14  cents  saving 
on  his  Class  I  use  at  the  Des  Moines 
Class  I  price.  Another  handler  presented 
cost  estimates  for  moving  milk  from  his 
Lacrosse,  Wis.,  plant  regulated  under 
the  Madison.  Wis.,  milk  order  to  his  Des 
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Moines  plant  regulated  under  the  Des 
Moines  order.  He  contended  that  biilk 
milk  could  be  moved  from  the  Lacrosse 
plant  for  19  cents  less  and  packaged  milk 
could  be  moved  for  21  cents  less  than  the 
Class  I  price  at  the  Des  Moines  plant. 

Des  Moines  handlers  indicated  their 
intention  to  resort  to  lower  priced 
sources  of  supply  to  replace  producer 
milk  because  of  a  competitive  price  dis¬ 
advantage  they  have  in  using  producer 
milk  in  widespread  competition  with 
handlers  regulated  imder  the  North 
Central  Iowa  and  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  orders  with  lower  Class  I  prices. 

One  Des  Moines  handler  has  82  per¬ 
cent  of  his  Class  I  sales  in  an  area  of 
competition  with  handlers  under  the 
North  Central  Iowa  and  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  City  orders.  He  competes  pri¬ 
marily  for  Class  I  sales  with  the 
Marshalltown,  Iowa,  plant  of  a  North 
Central  Iowa  handler  in  23  coimtles  in 
the  central  and  south  central  regions  of 
Iowa.  Sixteen  of  these  counties  are  in 
or  abut^  the  Des  Moines  marketing  area. 
He  also  competes  in  12  central  and  north 
central  Iowa  counties  with  2  other  han¬ 
dlers  regulated  under  the  North  Central 
Iowa  order.  He  has  Class  I  sales  in  the 
northeastern  Iowa  four-county  area  of 
Bremer,  Fayette,  Blackhawk,  and  Bu¬ 
chanan  in  competition  with  two  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  handlers.  The  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  handlers  also  have 
Class  I  sales  in  his  distribution  area  in 
Mahaska  and  Keokuk  Counties  at  the 
southeastern  corner  of  the  Des  Moines 
marketing  area. 

Another  Des  Moines  handler  has  more 
than  90  percent  of  his  Class  I  sales  in 
competition  with  North  Central  Iowa 
and  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  handlers. 
He  competes  in  15  counties  in  or  im¬ 
mediate^  adjacent  to  the  Des  Moines 
marketing  area  with  North  Central 
Iowa  handlers  and  with  a  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  City  handler  in  1  county  in  the 
Des  Moines  marketing  area. 

The  Marshalltown  plant  regiUated 
under  the  North  Central  Iowa  order  has 
almost  30  percent  of  its  Class  I  distribu¬ 
tion  in  competition  with  Des  Moines 
regulated  handlers  for  Class  I  outlets. 

Des  Moines  is  47  miles  from  Marshall¬ 
town.  The  Class  I  price  at  the  Marshall¬ 
town  distributing  plant  imder  the  North 
Central  Iowa  order  is  34  cents  less  than 
the  Class  I  price  at  plants  in  Des  Moines. 
The  Class  I  price  at  a  competing  plant 
at  Waterloo  which  is  regulated  under 
the  North  Central  Iowa  order  is  also 
34  cents  less  than  the  Des  Moines  price. 
Waterloo  is  104  miles  from  Des  Moines. 
Cedar  Rapids  is  109  miles  and  Iowa  City 
is  110  miles  from  Des  Moines.  Handlers 
regulated  under  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  order  now  have  a  Class  I  price  at 
their  plants  34  cents  lower  than  the  Des 
Moines  price  at  Des  Moines  plant  loca¬ 
tions.  These  price  differences  are  in 
excess  of  the  prevsdling  hauling  rates  for 
transporting  milk  from  these  lower 
priced  markets  to  Des  Moines. 

Reinstating  the  full  effect  of  the 
Chicago  order  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  to  the  Class  I  price  in  the  Des 
Moines  order  which  applied  at  the  in¬ 
ception  of  the  order  will  assist  in  aligning 
the  Class  I  price  with  those  of  the  other 


Iowa  orders  and  with  the  Class  I  price 
under  the  Chicago  order  plus  trans¬ 
portation  to  this  area. 

While  decreasing  the  Des  Moines 
Class  I  price  by  14  cents  will  result  hi 
increasing  the  difference  in  prices  be¬ 
tween  this  market  and  markets  to  the 
south  and  west,  the  overriding  factor 
is  the  need  to  maintain  alignment  of  the 
Des  Moines  price  with  that  of  the  other 
Iowa  markets  and  with  prices  in  the 
Chicago  milkshed.  The  alignment  of 
prices  in  Des  Moines  with  prices  in 
Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  is  necessary  to 
maintain  Class  I  outlets  for  producer 
milk  in  the  Des  Moines  market. 

A  cooperative  association  exc^}ted  to 
the  Class  I  price  proposed  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  Des  Moines  order  as  it 
applies  to  its  plant  at  Cresco,  Iowa. 
This  plant  is  located  in  northeastern 
Iowa  near  several  plants  regulated  under 
the  North  Central  Iowa  milk  order.  The 
plants  closest  to  the  Cresco  plant  are 
located  in  Freeborn  and  Mower  Counties 
in  Minnesota  and  Fayette  and  Floyd 
Coimties,  Iowa.  The  price  level  pro¬ 
posed  imder  the  Des  Moines  order  at 
the  Cresco  location  would  be  one-half 
cent  lower  than  the  price  applicable  at 
those  plants  located  in  Fayette  County. 
Iowa,  and  Freeborn  and  Mower  Counties 
in  Minnesota  and  five  and  one-half  cents 
lower  than  the  price  at  the  Floyd  County 
plant  in  Charles  City.  Thus,  the  price 
proposed  will  result  in  a  close  relation¬ 
ship  of  prices  at  plants  in  this  area  and 
will  tend  to  obtain  effective  price  align¬ 
ment. 

North  Central  Iowa  order.  The  North 
Central  Iowa  Class  I  price  applicable  at 
various  plant  locations  under  that  order 
should  be  revised  to  provide  a  better 
pattern  of  price  alignment.  The  annual 
level  of  the  Class  I  prices  in  most  of  the 
base  zone  of  $1.05  over  the  basic  formula 
price,  adjusted  by  the  Chicago  supply- 
demand  adjuster,  should  not  be  changed. 
However,  the  prices  applicable  at  plants 
in  the  northern  and  southern  parts  of 
the  market  should  be  revised. 

The  North  Central  Iowa  marketing 
area  covers  18  counties  and  the  city  of 
Osage  in  North  Central  Iowa.  The  mar¬ 
keting  area  is  approximately  140  miles 
from  east  to  west  and  100  miles  from 
north  to  south  where  it  adjoins  the  Des 
Moines  marketing  area  on  the  south. 
The  eastern  part  of  the  marketing  area  is 
in  an  area  of  relatively  heavy  milk  pro¬ 
duction  m  northeastern  Iowa.  Only  one 
tier  of  counties  separates  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Iowa  marketing  area  from  southern 
Minnesota  and  western  Wisconsin  which 
represent  an  alternative  source  of  sup¬ 
plies  of  large  volumes  of  Grade  A  milk 
for  the  market.  The  cost  of  obtaining 
milk  from  these  supply  areas  Increases 
with  the  distances  such  supply  areas  are 
from  the  market. 

The  North  Central  Iowa  order  now 
provides  for  two  pricing  zones.  In  Uie 
northern  zone  of  the  market,  the  Class  I 
price  is  5  cents  less  than  the  southern, 
or  base,  zone  price.  Because  of  the  vary¬ 
ing  distances  of  the  major  population 
centers  of  the  North  Central  Iowa  mar¬ 
ket  from  the  sources  of  supply  of  Grade 
A  milk,  the  establishment  of  additional 
zones  for  pricing  purposes  will  provide 


better  means  for  price  alignment 
throughout  the  market.  The  present 
location  adjustment  rates  based  on  dis¬ 
tances  from  base  points  in  the  marketing 
area  should  be  retained  for  plants  lo¬ 
cated  outside  the  four  pricing  zones. 
These  rates  and  highway  mileage  dis¬ 
tances  continue  to  represent  the  addi¬ 
tional  cost  of  moving  milk  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  from  such  locetions  by  an  efficient 
means  at  current  transportation  rates. 

A  price  level  5  cents  higher  than  that 
now  applicable  under  the  order  should  be 
establi^ed  for  the  North  Central  Iowa 
pool  plants  at  Marshalltown,  in  Mar¬ 
shall  County.  Marshall  County  is  the 
southernmost  county  of  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Iowa  marketing  area.  This  county 
abuts  the  Des  Moines  marketing  area  to 
the  south,  and  Marshalltown  is  nearer 
Des  Moines  than  it  Is  to  Waterloo,  the 
principal  urban  area  in  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Iowa  marketing  area.  Bales  from 
a  Marshalltown  plant  are  made  as  far 
south  as  Ottumwa.  Because  of  the  sepa¬ 
rate  and  specialized  processing  facili¬ 
ties  maintained  at  the  Marshalltown 
plant  and  the  Des  Moines  plant  of  one 
handler,  there  is  a  regular  exchange  of 
milk  and  milk  products  between  the  two 
plants.  Increasing  the  price  at  the  Mar¬ 
shalltown  pleuit  by  5  cents  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  14-cent  lower  price  adopted 
under  the  Des  Moines  order  for  the  Des 
Moines  plant  location,  will  result  in  a 
more  realistic  alignment  of  prices  be¬ 
tween  these  locations.  Since  Marshall 
County  plants  are  considerably  further 
from  the  area  of  heavy  milk  production 
than  are  other  North  Central  Iowa  order 
plants,  the  5-cent  increase  at  that  loca¬ 
tion  will  reflect  the  general  pattern  of 
value  based  on  location. 

A  cooperative  association  that  oper¬ 
ates  a  plant  in  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  pro¬ 
posed  that  prices  be  equated  between  its 
plsuit  and  the  plant  of  a  lumdler  in 
Austin,  Minn.  Presently,  the  Austin 
plant,  because  of  the  location  adjust¬ 
ment,  has  a  10-cent  lower  price  than  the 
Albert  Lea  plant.  Both  plants  are  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  with,  for  the  most  part, 
a  conunon  sales  area  and  procurement 
area.  Since  both  plants  are  located  simi¬ 
larly  in  relation  to  the  heavy  milk  pro¬ 
duction  area,  the  price  at  Austin  and 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  should  be  established 
at  the  same  level — 10  cents  less  than 
the  Class  I  price  at  Waterloo.  This  will 
increase  the  price  at  the  Austin  plant  by 
5  cents  and  decrease  the  price  at  the 
Albert  Lea  plant  by  5  cents.  This  ad¬ 
justment  will  place  the  two  Minnesota 
handlers  on  an  equal  pricing  basis  on 
their  Class  I  milk  purchases  and  pro¬ 
vide  price  alignment,  based  on  trans¬ 
portation,  with  competing  plants. 

The  Class  I  price  at  all  plant  locations 
in  Fayette  County.  Iowa,  should  be  at 
the  same  level.  A  North  Central  Iowa 
pool  plant  at  Arlington  in  that  county 
has  a  location  adjustment  10  cents  less 
than  the  Waterloo  prices.  Another  plant 
pooled  under  the  North  Central  Iowa 
order  is  located  at  West  Union.  20  miles 
north  of  Arlington  in  Fayette  County. 
The  present  price  at  that  plant  is  5  cents 
less  than  the  Class  I  price  at  Arlington. 
The  prices  at  these  plants,  similarly  lo¬ 
cated,  should  be  the  same,  10  cents  less 
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than  the  price  in  Zone  1.  The  resulting 
pricing  pattern  will  minimize  price  dif¬ 
ferences  at  plants  located  near  each  other 
and  will  reflect  a  gradual  increase  in 
prices  from  north  to  south  throughout 
the  area  that  is  more  representative  of 
competitive  supply  prices  than  the  pres¬ 
ent  order  prices. 

Maintaining  the  Waterloo  plant  price 
at  its  present  level  will  result  in  a  20- 
cent  difference  in  the  Class  I  prices  ap¬ 
plicable  at  that  location  and  at  plants  in 
Des  Moines.  This  compares  with  the 
hauling  rate  for  moving  bulk  milk  from 
Waterloo  to  Des  Moines  of  22  cents  per 
hundredweight.  The  resulting  price  at 
Marshalltown  (approximately  midway 
between  Waterloo  and  Qrinnell)  wordd 
be  5  cents  higher  than  the  price  at 
Waterloo  plants  and  5  cents  less  than 
the  applicable  price  imder  the  Des 
Moines  order  at  ^e  Orinnell  plant  loca¬ 
tion. 

Die  Class  I  prices  applicable  under  the 
North  Central  Iowa  order  at  plants  in 
Johnson  and  Linn  Counties  should  be 
subject  to  a  5  cents  plus  location  adjust¬ 
ment.  Thus,  the  Class  I  price  would  be 
at  the  same  level  as  the  Marshalltown 
plant  price  under  the  North  Central 
Iowa  milk  order.  While  there  are  pres¬ 
ently  no  plants  located  in  Johnson  or 
Unn  Counties  regulated  by  the  North 
Central  Iowa  order,  there  are  distributing 
plants  in  these  counties  which  might  be¬ 
come  regulated  under  the  North  Central 
Iowa  order  in  the  futiu’e.  The  zone  price 
proposed  herein  under  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Iowa  order  would  be  identical  to 
that  proix)sed  for  plants  at  that  location 
which  are  now  regulated  tmder  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  order.  Thus,  the  same 
prices  would  apply  regardless  of  which 
order  regulated  these  plants. 

Tama  County  is  situated  between 
Marshall  and  Linn  Counties.  There  are 
no  plants  located  in  Tama  County  that 
are  regulated  presently  under  any  of  the 
four  Iowa  orders.  Tama  County  should 
be  added  to  Zerne  2  in  the  event  a  plant 
located  in  the  county  should  become  reg¬ 
ulated  imder  the  North  Central  Iowa 
order. 

In  addition  to  the  counties  of  Hancock, 
Cent)  Gordo,  Floyd,  and  Chickasaw,  the 
city  of  Osage  should  be  added  to  Zone  3. 
This  will  provide  complete  coverage  of 
all  parts  of  the  North  Central  Iowa  mar¬ 
keting  area  by  the  four-zone  pricing 
structure. 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  order.  The 
fluid  differentials  added  to  the  basic 
formula  price  in  calculating  the  Class  I 
price  under  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  order  should  be  increased  5  cents 
per  hundredweight. 

The  increase  of  5  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  was  requested  by  the  cooperative 
association  which  supplies  about  half  the 
producer  milk  in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  market  and  three-fourths  of  the 
producer  milk  in  the  Des  Moines  market. 
The  5-cent  increase  in  the  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  City  market  together  with  the  14- 
cent  decrease  in  the  Des  Moines  price 
was  designed  to  place  the  prices  at  which 
cooperative  sells  milk  in  each  of 
these  markets  on  a  more  competitive 
basis  in  view  of  the  distances  involved. 

Cedar  Rapids  is  109  miles  and  Iowa 
City  is  110  miles  from  Des  Moines  which 


is  in  the  general  direction  of  higher 
priced  mUk  supplies.  The  proposed  pat¬ 
tern  of  prices  would  result  in  Class  I 
prices  15  cents  lower  at  Cedar  RaiMds 
and  Iowa  City  than  at  Des  Moines.  This 
difference  in  price  is  generally  in  line 
with  the  transportation  cost  Involved 
in  moving  milk  such  a  distance. 

Cedar  Rapids  is  73  miles  and  Iowa  City 
is  84  miles  frmn  Dubuque.  Dubuque  is 
within  the  northeast  area  of  Iowa  where 
milk  production  is  greatest.  At  a  trans¬ 
portation  cost  of  1  ^  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  per  10  miles,  a  Class  I  milk  price 
10  cents  higher  at  Cedar  Rapids  and 
Iowa  City  than  at  Dubuque  will  align 
prices  between  the  two  areas.-  Further¬ 
more,  the  price  at  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa 
City  will  then  be  identical  to  the  Class 
I  price  in  the  Quad  Cities  portion  of  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  marketing  area. 
The  Quad  Cities  price  is  now  10  cents 
higher  than  the  Dubuque  price.  Daven¬ 
port  and  Rock  Island  in  the  Quad  Cities 
area  are  72  miles  from  Dubuque. 

The  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  Class  I 
price  as  proposed  would  be  the  same  as 
that  proposed  herein  for  plants  at  Mar-- 
shalltown  which  are  regulated  under  the 
North  Central  Iowa  order.  Marshall¬ 
town,  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  are 
locat^  in  coimties  where  total  milk 
production  is  smaller  than  in  north¬ 
eastern  Iowa  counties.  Also,  production 
is  declining  generally  in  Iowa  counties 
other  than  those  located  in  the  north¬ 
east  part  of  the  State.  Milk  production 
in  Marshall  County  (Marshalltown)  was 
40  million  pounds  in  1963  compared  to 
52  million  in  1953.  In  Linn  County 
(Cedar  Rapids)  1963  milk  production 
was  99  million  pounds  as  compared  to 
114  million  pounds  in  1953.  In  Johnson 
Coimty  (Iowa  City)  1963  production  was 
40  million  pounds  as  compared  to  55 
million  pounds  in  1953. 

On  the  other  hand,  milk  production 
in  Dubuque  County  rose  nearly  50  iier- 
cent  in  the  10-year  period,  from  158  to 
235  million  pounds  in  1963.  Similar  in¬ 
creases  have  occurred  in  the  Iowa  coun¬ 
ties  directly  north  and  west  of  Dubuque. 
As  discussed  later,  the  Class  I  price  at 
Dubuque  for  plants  regulated  under  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order  should  not 
be  increased.  The  5-cent  increase  in 
the  Class  I  price  at  Cedar  Rapids  and 
Iowa  City  will  provide  a  better  align¬ 
ment  of  prices  with  no  change  in  the 
Dubuque  price. 

The  representative  of  two  handlers 
regulated  by  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 
order  opposed  the  proposed  increase 
contending  that  plenty  of  milk  is  avail¬ 
able  at  present  prices  within  a  radius 
of  15  miles  from  each  of  these  cities. 
Nevertheless,  the  record  shows  that  han¬ 
dlers  now  obtain  their  supply  from  a 
much  wider  area.  The  present  sui^ly 
for  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  mar¬ 
ket  is  obtained  from  an  area  extended 
over  19  Iowa  counties  and  3  Illinois 
counties.  Also,  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa 
CTlty  handlers  procure  milk  in  these 
counties  primarily  in  competition  with 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  handlers  and 
North  Central  Iowa  handlers.  Last 
year  the  average  blend  prices  paid  by 
North  Central  Iowa  handlers  exceeded 
the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  blend  price 
by  25  cents  and  the  Quad  Cities  blend 


exceeded  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 
blend  by  10  cents.  Hence,  the  nominal 
Increase  of  about  3  cents  in  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  blend  price  which 
will  result  from  a  5-cent  increase  in  the 
Class  I  price  is  not  likely  to  attract  an 
excessive  supply  of  milk  for  this  group 
of  markets. 

The  handler  representative  pointed 
out  also  that  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
Cflty  market  has  the  lowest  percentage 
of  producer  milk  utilized  in  Class  I. 
This  is  because  some  handlers  who 
previously  purchased  milk  from  the  co¬ 
operative  now  buy  a  part  or  all  of  their 
supply  from  independent  producers. 
Meanwhile,  the  cooperative  which  oper¬ 
ates  a  plant  pool^  under  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  order  has  moved  much 
of  this  displaced  milk  into  other  Iowa 
markets.  As  described  heretofore,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  serves  as  a  reserve  supply 
for  all  of  these  Iowa  markets.  Nearly 
lYi  million  pounds  of  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  City  producer  milk  is  now  moved 
monthly  to  the  Des  Moines  and  North 
Central  Iowa  markets.  Also  substantial 
quantities  of  producer  milk  are  moved 
each  month  to  a  Quad  Cities  handler. 
Hence,  the  true  supply-demand  condi¬ 
tion  of  this  area  can  only  be  measured 
in  terms  of  the  combined  utilization  and 
receipts  in  all  four  markets.  During 
1964,  the  four-market  average  use  of 
producer  milk  in  Class  I  was  73  percent, 
the  same  as  in  1963  and  2  percent  higher 
than  in  1962.  In  the  flrst  4  months  of 
1965  the  Class  I  percentage  use  in  the 
four  markets  was  74  as  compared  to  73 
in  the  same  period  a  year  earlier. 

The  proposed  increase  in  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  Class  I  price  together 
with  the  other  changes  proposed  in  Class 
I  prices  in  these  markets  will  not  result 
in  a  net  increase  in  returns  to  all  pro¬ 
ducers.  Hence,  the  changes  are  not  ex¬ 
pected  to  develop  any  increase  in  the 
supply  for  these  markets.  On  the  other 
hand,  this  proposed  increase  is  necessary 
to  accomplish  a  gradual  adjustment  of 
Class  I  prices  in  each  maiiiet  based  on 
the  difference  in  transportation  costs  to 
each  market  from  the  area  of  greatest 
milk  production. 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  dty  handlers  declaring  that  in¬ 
creasing  the  Cedar  Rt^ids-Iowa  dty 
Class  I  price  by  five  cents  would  develop 
increased  supplies  of  milk  and  would  re¬ 
strict  the  movement  of  milk  for  Class  I 
purposes.  In  view  of  the  prices  paid  to 
dairy  farmers  in  areas  where  Cedar 
R{q}ids-Iowa  dty  hcuidlers  procure  milk, 
the  nominal  increase  of  about  three  cents 
in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  dty  blend 
price  will  not  appreciably  affect  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  producer  milk  for  the  market. 
Also,  the  exceptor  does  not  contend  that 
the  price  increase  would  induce  the 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  dty  handlers  to  im¬ 
port  milk  as  in  the  case  of  Des  Moines 
handlers.  Moreover,  there  is  no  show¬ 
ing  that  the  proposed  price  level  is  such 
as  to  impede  sales  of  dass  I  milk  by 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  dty  handlers  in 
other  Iowa  markets. 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order.  The 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order  should  be 
amended  to  establish  an  additional  base 
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point  at  West  Liberty,  Iowa,  from  which 
to  measure  the  distance  beyond  which 
price  location  adjustments  are  applied. 

There  are  at  least  two  plants  located 
in  the  Cedar  Rapids  area  which,  by  rea¬ 
son  of  sales  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque 
area,  could  become  pooled  under  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order.  The  present 
provisions  of  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque 
order  would  allow  a  location  adjustment 
to  the  Class  I  price  applicable  at  these 
plants  of  11.5  to  13  cents  less  than  the 
Class  I  price  at  pool  plants  of  Quad  Cities 
area  handlers. 

Establishing  an  additional  base  point 
at  West  Liberty  would  extend  the  area 
in  which  no  location  adjustment  applies 
to  prices  under  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque 
order  to  plants  in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  area.  Thus,  regardless  of  which  of 
the  two  orders  a  plant  might  become 
regulated  under,  there  would  be  no 
change  in  prices  applicable  at  such 
plants.  The  proposal  by  a  cooperative 
association  in  the  Cedar  Rapids  area  to 
establish  the  West  Liberty  base  point  was 
supported  by  two  cooperative  associa¬ 
tions  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque  area. 
Also,  Quad  Cities-Dubuque  hangers  and 
Des  Moines  handlers  in  their  briefs  sup¬ 
ported  establishing  the  additional  basing 
point.  The  proposal  should  be  adopted 
to  minimize  the  effect  of  any  disruptive 
influence  on  prices  at  Cedar  Rapids 
plants  that  might  result  from  their  regu¬ 
lation  imder  different  orders  from  one 
month  to  another  and  to  contribute  to 
the  orderly  marketing  of  milk  in  the  area. 

The  location  adjustment  to  the  Quad 
Cities-Dubuque  Class  I  prices  applicable 
in  the  Dubuque  area  (Dubuque  and  Jack- 
son  Counties,  Iowa,  and  East  Dubuque, 
Ill.)  should  not  be  changed.  Presently, 
a  10-cent  lower  price  applies  at  plants  in 
the  Dubuque  area  than  in  the  Quad  Cities 
area. 

The  two  cooperative  associations  sup¬ 
plying  the  majority  of  milk  to  handlers 
in  the  market  opposed  a  proposal  that 
would  change  the  Dubuque  area  minus 
location  adjustment  to  the  Class  I  price 
from  10  cents  to  5  cents.  One  of  the 
cooperatives  operates  a  plant  at  Dubuque 
at  which  milk  is  received  and  shipments 
are  made  to  plants  in  the  Quad  Cities 
area.  Also,  milk  is  delivered  directly 
from  farms  in  the  Dubuque  area  to 
plants  in  the  Quad  Cities  area.  The 
Quad  Cities  area  contains  the  major 
population  centers  of  the  marketing  area. 

The  current  charges  for  transporting 
milk  frcnn  both  the  plant  and  farms  in 
the  Dubuque  area  to  the  Quad  Cities  area 
are  10  cents  higher  than  the  charges  for 
moving  the  milk  from  farms  to  plants  in 
the  Dubuque  area.  The  present  location 
adjustment  to  the  Class  I  price  at 
Dubuque  area  plants  should  be  retained. 
It  reflects  the  cost  of  hauling  milk  to  the 
market  from  a  major  production  area 
for  the  market.  As  indicated  earlier, 
Dubuque  County  is  a  part  of  the  heavy 
milk  production  area  of  northeastern 
Iowa. 

Conforming  location  adjustments  to 
blend  prices.  The  uniform  prices  paid 
producers  delivering  milk  to  plants  imder 
the  four  orders  at  which  location  differ¬ 
entials  apply  should  continue  to  be  ad¬ 
justed  to  reflect  the  Class  I  price  location 
adjustments.  Hence,  changes  in  Class  I 


prices  proposed  herein  should  be  reflected 
also  in  blend  prices  at  such  locations. 
Because  a  producer’s  association  with  the 
market  is  based  primarily  on  his  supply¬ 
ing  Class  I  milk  for  the  market,  the  uni¬ 
form  price  returned  to  a  producer  should 
be  adjusted  at  the  same  rate  and  for  the 
same  reason  as  the  location  adjustment 
is  applied  to  the  Class  I  price. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  flndlngs 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  filed  by  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations 
are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  except 
insofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings 
and  determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  all  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  respective  marketing  areas, 
and  the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
proposed  marketing  agreements  and  the 
orders,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amend¬ 
ed,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect  the 
aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  upon  which  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 
fully  and  fully  considered  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  record  evidence  pertaining 
thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  agreements  and  orders. 
Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here¬ 
of  are  eight  documents  entitled  respec¬ 
tively,  “Marketing  Agreement  Regulat¬ 


ing  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Quad 
Cfitles-Dubuque  Marketing  Area,”  “Or¬ 
der  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Quad  Cities- 
Dubuque  Marketing  Area,”  “Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  (Tity 
Marketing  Area,”  “Order  Amending  the 
Order  Regelating  the  Handling  of  Milk 
in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  Market¬ 
ing  Area,”  “Marketing  Agreement  Regu¬ 
lating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Noith 
Central  Iowa  Marketing  Area,”  “Order 
Amending  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  North  Central 
Iowa  Marketing  Area,”  “Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Marketing 
Area,”  and  “Order  Amending  the  Order 
Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Marketing  Area," 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  of  ef¬ 
fectuating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  nuirketing 
agreements,  be  published  in  the  Fedekai, 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreements  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  orders  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  orders  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  May  1965  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  the  representative  pe¬ 
riod  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  issuance  of  the  attached  or¬ 
ders,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  regulating  the  handling 
of  mUk  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque, 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  North  Central 
Iowa  and  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  marketing 
areas,  respectively,  are  aiH^roved  or  fa¬ 
vored  by  producers,  as  defined  under  the 
terms  of  the  respective  orders,  as  amend¬ 
ed  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amend¬ 
ed,  and  who,  during  such  representative 
period,  were  engaged  in  the  production 
of  milk  for  sale  within  the  aforesaid  re¬ 
spective  marketing  areas. 

Referendum  order  and  designation  of 
referendum  agent.  It  is  hereby  directed 
that  a  referendum  be  conducted  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  issuance  of  the  at¬ 
tached  order  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Cedar  Rapids- 
Iowa  City  marketing  area,  is  approved  or 
favored  by  the  producers,  as  defined 
under  the  terms  of  the  order,  as  amended 
and  as  hereby  pr(^?osed  to  be  amended, 
and  who,  during  the  representative  pe¬ 
riod,  were  engaged  in  the  production  of 
milk  for  sale  within  the  aforesaid  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

E.  H.  McGhiire  is  hereby  designated 
agent  of  the  Secretary  to  conduct  such 
referendum  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedure  for  the  conduct  of  referenda  to 
determine  producer  approval  of  milk 
marketing  orders  (15  PJl.  5177),  such 
referendum  to  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  30th  day  from  the  date  this  decision 
is  issued. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1965. 

OXORCX  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 
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Order  ^  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Quad 
Cities-Dubuque  Marketing  Area 

§  1063.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  su];H>lenientary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  In  connection 
with  the  Issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  In  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  brisis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
Tlsions  of  tne  Agricultural  Maiiretlng 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U£.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  mai^eting  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  Introduce  at  such  hearing  and 
the  record  thereof.  It  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  Th^  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  piuvuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors.  Insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  In  the  public  Interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  In  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
Industrial  or  commercial  activity  spec- 
ifled  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  Relative  to  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque 
niarketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity 
to  and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
Mnended  and  as  hereby  amended,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  provisions  of  the  pre^xMsed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  June 
25,  1965,  and  published  In  the  Federal 


’This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  untU  the  requirements  of  |  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov- 
*^lng  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


Register  on  June  30, 1965  (30  FJR.  8337; 
FH.  Doc,  65-6866) ,  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  lurovlslons  of  this  order,  and 
are  set  forth  in  full  herein: 

Section  1063.52(a)  Is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  1063.52  Location  differentials  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  For  milk  received  from  producers 
at  a  pool  plant  and  disposed  of  as  Class  I 
milk  or  assigned  CHass  I  location  adjust¬ 
ment  credit  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  and  for  other  source  milk 
for  which  a  location  adjustment  is  ap¬ 
plicable,  the  price  specified  In  S  1063.50 
(b)  shall  be  reduced  as  follows: 

(1)  At  a  plant  In  Dubuque  and  Jack- 
son  Counties,  Iowa,  and  East  Dubuque, 
HI.,  by  10  cents;  and 

(2)  At  a  plant  Ibcated  outside  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  and  70  miles  or  more,  by  the 
shortest  hard-surfaced  highway  distance 
as  determined  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor,  from  the  nearer  of  the  City  Hall, 
Rock  Island,  HI.,  or  the  Post  Office,  West 
Liberty,  Iowa,  by  10  cents  and  by  an 
additional  1.5  cents  for  each  10  miles  or 
fraction  thereof  that  such  distance  ex¬ 
ceeds  80  miles. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Order  ’  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Cedar 
RapidS’Iowa  City  Marketing  Area. 

§  1070.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  sui^lementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con- 
filct  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
UH.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  In  the  Cedar  Raplds-Iowa  City  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  introduced  at  such  hearing  and 
the  record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds. 


>  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  {  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


and  other  economic  cimdltions  which 
affect  maiicet  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amend^,  are  such  prices 
as  will  refiect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
whol^ome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in.  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  Relative  To  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Cedar  Raplds-Iowa 
City  marketing  area  shall  be  in  con¬ 
formity  to  and  in  compliance  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  aforesaid 
order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed.  as  follows: 

TTie  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  argreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  June 
25.  1965,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  30,  1965  (30  FJl.  8337 ; 
F.R.  Doc.  65-6866) ,  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  this  order.,  and 
are  set  forth  in  full  herein: 

Section  1070.50(b)  is  revised  as 
foUows: 

§  1070.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

•  •  •  «  « 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.30 
August  through  November,  $0.90  March 
through  Jime,  and  $1.10  in  other  months: 
Provided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased,  respectively,  2 
cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the  ad¬ 
justed  supply-demand  ratio  computed 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  is  greater  or  less  than  72  per¬ 
cent,  but  shall  not  be  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  more  than  24  cents  because  of 
such  adjusted  supply-demand  ratio. 

•  •  •  •  * 
Order  ^Amending  the  Order  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  North 

Central  Iowa  Marketing  Area 

§  1078.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  suppl^entary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective 
unless  and  untU  the  requirements  of  |  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedxure  gov¬ 
erning  iH'oceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  OTders  have  been 
met. 
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(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CPR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the  ten¬ 
tative  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  North  Central  Iowa  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act ; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  Relative  to  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  North  Central  Iowa 
marketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to 
and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  amended,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  Jime 
25,  1965,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Jime  30,  1965  (30  FH.  8337; 
FJl.  Doc.  65-6866) ,  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  this  order,  and 
are  set  forth  in  full  herein  subject  to 
the  following  revisions: 

1.  Section  1078.52  is  revised  to  add 
Tama  County  and  the  city  of  Osage  to 
Zones  2  and  3.  respectively. 

2.  A  revision  of  S  1078.71  (a)  and  (d) 
is  added. 

§  1078.17  [Revoked] 

1.  Section  1078.17  is  revoked. 

2.  Section  1078.50(b)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  1078.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Cflass  I 
milk  price  at  plants  located  in  Zone  1 
Rha.ll  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
preceding  month  plus  $1.25  August 
through  November,  $0.85  March  through 
June,  and  $1.05  in  other  months:  Pro¬ 


vided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased,  respectively,  2 
cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the  ad¬ 
justed  supply-demand  ratio  computed 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  is  greater  or  less  than  72  percent, 
but  shall  not  be  increased  or  decreased 
more  than  24  cents  because  of  such  ad¬ 
justed  supply-demand  ratio.  “Zone  1” 
means  all  the  territory  in  the  counties  of 
Humboldt,  Wright,  Franklin,  Butler. 
Bremer,  Webster,  Hamilton,  Hardin, 
Gnmdy,  Black  Hawk,  and  Buchanan,  all 
in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

•  •  #  •  * 

3.  Section  1078.52  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1078.52  Location  differentials  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  For  milk  received  from  producers 
at  a  pool  plant  located  in  Zones  2,  3,  and 
4  and  classified  as  Class  I  milk,  the  price 
shall  be  the  Zone  1-  price  specified  in 
§  1078.50(b)  plus  or  minus  the  amounts 
as  follows: 

(1)  Zone  2  amount,  plus  5  cents.  2k)ne 
2  means  all  the  territory  in  the  Iowa 
counties  of  Marshall,  Tama.  Linn,  and 
Johnson. 

(2)  Zone  3  amount,  minus  5  cents. 
Zone  3  means  all  the  territory  in  the 
Iowa  coimties  of  Hancock,  Cerro  Gordo, 
Floyd,  and  Cfliickasaw  and  the  city  of 
Osage,  Iowa. 

(3)  Zone  4  amount,  minus  10  cents. 
Zone  4  means  all  the  territory  in  Fayette 
County,  Iowa,  and  the  Minnesota  coun¬ 
ties  of  Freeborn  and  Mower. 

(b)  For  milk  received  from  producers 
at  a  pool  plant  located  outside  Zones  1, 
2,  3,  and  4  and  classified  as  Class  I  milk, 
the  price  shall  be  the  Zone  1  price  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  1078.50(b)  less  10  cents  and,  if 
the  plant  is  located  65  miles  or  more  by 
the  shortest  hard-surfaced  highway  dis¬ 
tance  as  determined  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  from  the  city  halls  of  each 
of  the  cities  of  Fort  Dodge,  Marshall¬ 
town,  Mason  City,  and  Waterloo.  Iowa, 
less  an  additional  1.5  cents  for  each  10 
miles  or  fraction  thereof  in  exc^  of  65 
miles  that  such  plant  is  from  the  nearest 
of  such  city  halls. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  calculating  the 
location  differential  adjustment  applica¬ 
ble  pursuant  to  this  section,  fluid  milk 
products  which  are  transferred  between 
pool  plants  shall  be  assigned  to  the  Class 
I  milk  remaining  in  the  transferee  plant 
after  calculations  pursuant  to  S  1078.46 
(a)  (7)  and  the  correiH>ondlng  step  of 
§  1078.46(b)  that  is  in  excess  of  receipts 
at  such  plant  from  producers  and  co¬ 
operative  associations  pursuant  to 
i  1078.12(b) ,  such  assignment  to  trans¬ 
feror  plants  to  be  made  first  to  plants 
at  which  a  plus  location  adjustment  is 
applicable,  next  at  which  no  location  ad¬ 
justment  is  applicable  and  then  in  se¬ 
quence  beginning  with  the  plant  at  which 
the  least  location  adjustment  would 
apply. 

4.  Section  1078.71  (a)  and  (d)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  1078.71  Computation  of  uniform 
prices  for  handlers. 

s  •  •  •  • 

(a)  Add  to  and  subtract  from  the 
amount  cmnputed  pursuant  to  S  1078.70. 


the  totals  of  the  location  differential 
deductions  and  addltlcms,  respectively,  to 
be  made  pursuant  to  §  1078.82; 

•  *  •  *  • 

(d)  Divide  the  resulting  amount  by  the 
total  hundredweight  of  producer  milk 
received  by  such  handler.  The  quotient, 
adjusted  to  the  nearest  cent,  shall  be  the 
uniform  price  for  such  handler  for  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  con¬ 
tent  received  at  plants  in  Zone  1.  Uni¬ 
form  prices  at  plants  outside  Zone  1 
shall  be  adjusted  pursuant  to  §  1078.82. 

5.  Section  107.82  Is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1078.82  Location  differentials  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

The  imiform  prices  for  milk  received 
from  producers  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be 
adjusted  according  to  the  location  of  the 
pool  plant  at  the  rates  set  forth  in 
§  1078.52. 

Order*  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Des 
Moines.  Iowa.  Marketing  Area 

§  1079.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Ag;iicultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) .  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  amendments  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Des  Moines.  Iowa,  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that; 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  sunended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  ccmditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  iJarlty  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 


*  This  order  shall  not  become  effective 
unless  and  until  the  requirements  of  t  000.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  Uie 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  q)eci- 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Ordr  Rklativi  To  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
marketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity 
to  and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  amended,  as 
follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  Jtme 
25,  1965,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Jime  30,  1965  (30  F Jt.  8337 ; 
F.R.  Doc.  65-6866),  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  this  order,  and 
are  set  forth  in  full  herein: 

Section  1079.50<b)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§1079.50  Basic  formula  and  class 

prices. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.45 
August  through  November.  $1.05  March 
Uirough  June,  and  $1.25  in  other 
months:  Provided,  That  such  Class  I 
price  shall  be  Increased  or  decreased,  re¬ 
flectively,  2  cents  for  each  full  percent 
that  the  adjusted  supply-demand  ratio 
computed  pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chi¬ 
cago)  of  this  chapter  is  greater  or  less 
than  72  percent,  but  shall  not  be  in¬ 
creased  or  decreased  more  than  24  cents 
because  of  such  adjusted  supply-demand 
ratio:  And  provided  further.  That  for 
milk  received  from  approved  dsdry  farm¬ 
ers  at  an  approved  plant  outside  the  base 
zone  the  price  otherwise  applicable  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragrraph  shiall  be  reduced 
10  cents. 

|FR.  Doc.  66-6399;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[  7  CFR  Part  1097  1 

[Milk  Order  No.  97] 

MILK  IN  MEMPHIS,  TENN., 
MARKETING  AREA 

Termination  of  Procoodings  To  Sus¬ 
pend  Certain  Provision  of  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.8.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
a  notice  was  Issued  on  July  23,  1965  (30 
P.R.  9318) ,  of  a  public  meeting  to  be  held 
at  Memphis,  Term.,  on  July  29,  1965,  to 
consider  proposed  suspension  of  the  sup¬ 
ply-demand  adjustor  of  the  Class  I  price 
in  §  1097.51(a)  under  the  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  Milk  Marketing  Order  No.  97.  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  afforded  opportu¬ 
nity  at  such  meeting  to  submit  views, 
data,  and  arguments  on  the  pr(H}osed 
suspension. 
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At  the  meeting  views,  data,  and  argu¬ 
ments  were  presented  by  representatives 
of  handlers  and  producers  in  this  and 
other  martlets.  From  the  luresentatlons 
received,  it  is  apparent  that  the  matter 
is  controversial  and  there  is  no  consensus 
as  to  t^  desirability  of  the  proposed 
suqiienslon  or  as  to  its  Impact  on  other 
markets. 

The  matter  of  Class  I  price  was  an 
issue  on  the  record  of  the  public  hearing 
held  May  20-21  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
May  24-25,  1965,  at  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
on  which  a  recommended  decision  is 
pending.  In  view  of  the  wide  diver¬ 
gence  of  opinions  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
proposed  suspension  action  as  expressed 
at  the  public  meeting,  and  Inasmuch  as 
the  matter  of  Class  I  price  is  pending 
determination  on  the  reexird  of  the  May 
hearing,  it  is  concluded  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  suspension  is  Inappropriate  and 
should  not  be  effectuated. 

The  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  notice 
issued  July  23,  1965  (30  F.R.  9318),  is 
hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  Au¬ 
gust  5. 1965. 

George  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(FJl.  Doc.  66-8375;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[  10  CFR  Part  20  ] 

STANDARDS  FOR  PROTECTION 
AGAINST  RADIATION 

Radioactivity  Concentrations  in  Air 
and  Water 

On  September  7, 1960,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  sev¬ 
eral  amendments  of  10  CFR  Part  20. 
effective  January  1,  1961.  The  amend¬ 
ments  included  a  comprehensive  revision 
of  the  values  specified  in  10  CFR  Part 
20,  Appendix  B — Concentrations  in  Air 
and  Water  Above  Natural  Background. 
The  revised  values  were  based  upon  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  National  Cemunit- 
tee  on  Radiation  Protection  and  Meas- 
lu'ements  (NCRP),  as  published  in  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards  Handbook 
69,  “Maximiun  Permissible  Body  Burdens 
and  Maximiun  Permissible  Concentra¬ 
tions  of  Radionuclides  in  Air  and  in 
Water  for  Occupational  Exposure.”  The 
recommendations  of  the  International 
Commission  on  Radiological  Protection 
(ICRP),  as  published  in  the  “Report  of 
Committee  n  on  Permissible  Dose  for 
Internal  Radiation,”  were  essentiaUy  the 
same  as  those  of  the  NCRP.  The  only 
subsequent  change  of  these  values  was 
an  amendment  of  10  CFR  Part  20,  effec¬ 
tive  November  20,  1964,  which  revised 
the  values  in  Appendix  B  for  certain 
isotopes  of  iodine,  radium,  and  strontium, 
based  on  Federal  Radiation  Council 
(FRC)  recommendations. 

The  amendment  proposed  herein  modi¬ 
fies  10  CFR  Part  20,  Appendix  B,  in  the 
following  ways: 

(a)  It  would  provide  values  for  certain 
individual  radionuclides  not  presently 
listed; 
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(b)  It  would  provide  generally  appli¬ 
cable  values  for  any  radionuclides  not  in¬ 
dividually  listed; 

(c)  It  would  revise  existing  values  for 
occupational  exposure  to  soluble  stron¬ 
tium-90;  and 

(d)  It  would  modify  the  footnotes  and 
the  Note  following  A];H>endlx  B  to  make 
them  (xmsistent  with  other  changes  to 
the  Ai^ndlx. 

In  the  course  of  the  administration  of 
the  Commission’s  regulatory  program, 
needs  have  arisen  for  concentration  val¬ 
ues  for  certain  radionuclides,  which  are 
not  presently  listed  in  Appendix  B,  and 
which  have  not  been  ^?ecifically  de¬ 
veloped  by  any  of  the  recommendatory 
bodies,  namely  the  ICRP,  the  NCRP,  and 
the  FRC.  The  Commission  has  developed 
the  needed  values  by  methods  consistent 
with  those  used  by  the  ICRP  and  NCRP 
to  develop  recommended  concentration 
values  for  the  nuclides  presently  listed  in 
Appendix  B.  In  addition,  concentration 
values  are  proposed  for  insoluble  forms 
of  tritium.  The  concentration  vsdues  for 
these  additional  nuclides  are  listed  in 
paragraph  l.(a)  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  considerations  on  which  the 
values  are  based  include  the  following: 

(a)  For  iodine-125,  the  values  in  Table 
n  have  been  made  consistent  with  the 
intake  guides  recommended  by  the  FRC 
for  iodine-131  by  taking  into  account  the 
effective  half-life  and  absorbed  radia¬ 
tion  energy. 

(b)  Presently.  Appendix  B  does  not 
contain  concentration  values  for  tritium 
in  insoluble  materials,  such  as  luminous 
compounds,  which  are  finding  increasing 
use.  Calculation  according  to  IcnP- 
NC7RP  methodology  would  give  air  con¬ 
centration  values  about  a  factor  of  7  less, 
and  water  values  about  a  factor  of  2  less, 
than  those  for  soluble  forms.  However, 
it  is  likely  that  much  of  the  soft  beta 
particle  energy  will  not  be  absorbed  in 
tissue,  and  on  this  basis  higher  concen¬ 
tration  values  would  be  appropriate.  In 
view  of  these  considerations  and  of  the 
technical  difficulties  in  distinguishing 
soluble  and  insoluble  components,  con¬ 
centration  values  numerically  equal  to 
the  existing  values  for  soluble  forms  are 
proposed  for  inclusion  in  Appendix  B 
for  insoluble  forms  of  tritium. 

(c)  For  relatively  short-lived  nu¬ 
clides  (half-lives  less  than  2  hours) ,  not 
already  specifically  listed  in  Appendix 
B  and  decaying  by  modes  other  than 
alpha  emission  or  spontaneous  fission, 
it  is  unlikely  that  air  concentration 
values  will  be  less,  and  they  cannot  be 
greater  (whether  or  not  they  are  gases) , 
than  those  based  on  submersion.  To 
avoid  the  necessity  to  identify  the  indi¬ 
vidual  nuclides  which  may  be  present, 
generally  applicable  values  for  such  nu¬ 
clides  are  proposed  using  a  submersion 
calculation  based  on  the  assumption  that 
the  average  energy  per  dlstintegration 
is  not  likely  to  be  greater  than  about 
2Mev. 

During  1964,  the  ICRP  published  the 
“Recommendations  of  the  International 
Commission  on  Radiological  Protection 
(as  amended  1959  and  revised  1932), 
ICRP  Publication  6.”  In  Table  I  of 
“Publication  6,”  ICRP  has  recommended 
concentration  values  not  previously  de- 
vel(H>ed  for  uranium-240  and  nineteen 
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transuranlc  nuclides.  The  proposed 
amendment  includes,  in  paragraph  1.  (b) . 
values  for  these  nuclides  in  Aimendix  B. 
based  on  the  ICRP  values.  The  ICRP 
has  made  revisions  to  previously  recom¬ 
mended  values  for  soluble  forms  of 
strontiiun-90.^  which  represent  an  in¬ 
crease  over  previotis  values  of  about  a  - 
factor  of  three,  based  on  evidmce  that 
the  biological  half-life  is  shorter  than 
previously  assumed.  The  proposed 
amendment  includes,  in  paragraph  2., 
these  revised  values  in  Table  I  for  soluble 
stn>ntium-90 ;  the  values  in  Table  n  for 
soluble  strontiiun-90  are  not  changed 
from  the  revised  values  made  effective  in 
November  1964,  which  were  based  on 
FRC  recommendations  for  the  guidance 
of  Federal  agencies. 

Although  it  is  believed  that,  with  the 
proposed  amendment.  Appendix  B  in¬ 
cludes  specific  values  for  all  nuclides 
currently  of  some  radiological  signifi¬ 
cance,  other  nuclides  not  specifically 
listed  may  become  significant  sources  of 
exposure  at  some  future  time.  There¬ 
fore,  the  proposed  amendment  also  pro¬ 
vides,  in  paragraph  l.(c).  generally  ap¬ 
plicable  values  for  any  radionuclide  not 
specifically  Usted,  or  covered  by  the 
short  half-life  category,  based  on  the 
most  restrictive  values  likely  to  be  ap¬ 
plied.  The  values  proposed  for  any  sin¬ 
gle  unlisted  nuclide  that  decays  by  alpha 
emission  or  spontaneous  fission  are  those 
listed  in  paragraph  2.  of  the  Note  follow¬ 
ing  Appendix  B,  as  revised  below;  the 
values  proposed  for  any  other  single,  im- 
listed  nuclide  are  the  least  restrictive  of 
those  appearing  in  paragraph  3.C.  of  the 
Note  following  Appendix  B. 

Finally,  the  proposed  amendment,  in 
paragraph  3.,  makes  certain  modifica¬ 
tions  to  the  footnotes  and  the  Note  fol¬ 
lowing  Appendix  B,  as  follows: 

(a)  In  the  second  footnote,  the  word 
"gaseous”  has  been  replaced  with  the 
word  "airborne,”  since  the  submersion 
calculation  has  been  extended  to  mate¬ 
rials  not  necessarily  in  the  gaseous  form ; 
in  addition  the  word  “semlspherical”  has 
been  added  to  make  clear  the  geometrical 
basis  of  the  submersion  calculation; 

(b)  Paragraphs  2.  and  3.c.  of  the  Note 
following  Appendix  B  are  revised  to  make 
them  consistent  with  the  values  con¬ 
tained  in  Appendix  B  as  revised. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  of  1946,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  adoption  of  the  following 
amendment  of  10  CFR  Part  20  is  con¬ 
templated.  All  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  should  send  them  to 
the  Secretary,  UJS.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20545,  with¬ 
in  60  days  after  publication  of  t^  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register.  Comments 
received  after  that  period  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  if  it  is  practicable  to  do  so,  but 
assurance  of  consideration  cannot  be 
given  except  as  to  comments  filed  within 
the  period  specified. 

1  In  “Publication  6,”  the  ICRP  also  recom¬ 
mends  certain  changes  applicable  to  soluble 
iiranlum.  These  recommendations  are  under 
study. 


1.  10  CFR  Part  20,  Appendix  B — Concentrations  in  Air  and  Water  Above  Natural 
Background,  is  amended  to  Include  the  following  radionuclides: 


CONCENTRATIONS  IN  AIR  AND  WATER  ABOVE  NATURAL  BACKGROUND 


[See  notes  at  end  ot  appendix] 


Element  (atomic  number) 


Hycirogen  (1). 
Iodine  (63) _ 


Krypton  (86) . 

Any  sinrle  radlonncMde  not  liMe^d 
above  with  decay  mode  other 
than  alpha  emission  or  spon¬ 
taneous  fission  and  arlth  radio¬ 
active  half-life  leas  than  2  bouts. . 


(b) 

Amcndum  (06) _ 


Berkelium  (07)... 
Califemium  (96). 


Curium  (96). 


Einsteinium  (99). 


Fermium  (100). 


Plutonium  (94). 


Uranium  (9^ _ 

(0  .  . 


hours . . . . 

Iny  sin^  radioniKlide  not  Ustet 
above,  which  decays  by  alpi^ 
emission  or  spontaneous  fiiSiQn 


Table! 

Isotope 

Column  1 

Oolomn  3 

Air 

Water 

(ao/ml) 

(^c/ml) 

H3 

I 

6XVt* 

IXlO-i 

1126 

8 

6X1(^» 

4X10-* 

I 

2X10-1 

6X10-* 

Kx88 

Sub  * 

1X10-* 

.Snb 

1X10-* 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

Am  242m 

s 

6X10-H 

1X10-* 

I 

8X10-I* 

8X10-* 

Am  943 

8 

4X10-* 

4X10-* 

I 

8X10-* 

4X10-* 

Am  244 

8 

4X10-* 

ixio-i 

I 

2X10-‘ 

ixio-i 

Bk260 

8 

ixio-> 

6X10-* 

I 

1X10^ 

6X10-e 

Cf2ei 

8 

2X10-“ 

1X10-* 

I 

IXlO-w 

8X10-« 

Cf263 

8 

8X10-W 

4X10-* 

I 

8X10-W 

4X10-* 

C(264 

8 

6X10-'‘ 

4X10^ 

I 

8X10-H 

4X10-« 

Cm  247 

8 

6X10-“ 

ixio-« 

I 

1X10-“ 

6X10-< 

Cm  248 

8 

6X10-“ 

1X10^ 

I 

IXlO-u 

4X10-* 

Cm  249 

8 

ixio-i 

6X10-* 

I 

1X10-* 

6X10-* 

.  Es263 

8 

8X10-W 

7X10-* 

I 

6X10-“ 

7X10-* 

Es  254m 

8 

6X10-* 

6X10-* 

I 

6X10-* 

6X10-< 

Es254 

8 

2X10-II 

4X10-« 

I 

1X10-“ 

4X10-« 

Es266 

8 

6X10-" 

8X10-* 

I 

4X10-“ 

8X10-« 

.  Fm264 

8 

6X10-* 

4X10-» 

I 

7X1(H 

4X10-* 

Fm266 

8 

2X10-* 

1X10^ 

I 

1X10-* 

1X10-* 

Fm256 

8 

8X10-* 

8X10-* 

1 

2X10-* 

kxio-* 

.  Pn243 

8 

2X10-* 

1X10-* 

I 

2X10-* 

1X10-* 

Pn244 

8 

2X10-“ 

1X10-* 

I 

8X10-U 

IXIO-* 

..  U240 

8 

2X10^ 

1X10-* 

1 

r 

I 

2X10-» 

1X10-* 

2 

8X10-* 

0X10-* 

1 

6X10-“ 

4X10-» 

Column  1  I  Oolumu  2 


3Xie-»  8X1(H 

8X10-U  2X10-» 

6X1(P*  2X10-< 

2X10-*  _ _ 


2.  10  CFR  Part  20,  Appendix  B — Concentrations  in  Air  and  Water  Above  Natural 
Backgroimd,  is  amended  by  deleting  the  existing  concentration  values,  and  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor  the  indicated  values  for  the  following  nuclides: 

Aptendix  B— Continued 

CONCENTRATIONS  IN  AIR  AND  WATER  ABOVE  NATURAL  BACKGROUND— continued 

[Sea  notes  at  end  of  appendix] 


Element  (atomic  number) 


StronUnm  0^) _ I  BrM 


Table  I 

Column  1 

Air 

(irt/ml) 

Column  3 

Wmter 

•  •  • 

1X10^ 

•  •  0 

XX10-* 

•  0  •••  ••• 

1X10-*  Noehaags..  No  change. 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3.  The  footnotes  and  the  Note  following  10  CFR  Part  20,  Appendix  B— Concen¬ 
trations  In  Air  and  Water  Above  Natural  Background,  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

>  Soluble  (8) :  Insoluble  (I) . 

*“Sub”  means  that  values  given  are  for  submersion  In  a  semlspherlcal  Infinite  cloud  of 
airborne  material. 

Non:  •  •  • 

2.  If  either  the  identity  or  the  concentration  of  any  radionuclide  In  the'mlztxure  is  not 
luiown,  the  limiting  values  for  purposes  of  Appendix  B  shall  be: 

a.  For  purposes  of  Table  I,  Col.  1—41 X 10-** 

b.  For  purposes  of  Table  I,  C<fi.  3 — 4  X  10-» 

c.  For  purposes  of  Table  n,  Col.  1 — 2  X 10-^* 

d.  For  purposes  of  Table  n,  Col.  2 — 3  X  10-» 


c.  Element  (atomic  number)  and  isotope 


Column  1  Column  2  Column  1  Column  2 
Air  (pcAnl)  Water  (^/ml)  Air  (/ic/ml)  Water  (jielml) 


Cm  248,  Cf  2M,  and  Fm  266  are  not  present . . . . . 

U  it  is  known  that  Sr  90, 1  126, 1  120, 1  120  (I  ISl,  1 133, 

Table  U  only),  Pb  210,  Po  210,  Ra  223,  Ra  226,  Ra 228, 

Pa  231.  Th-nat,  Cm  248,  C(  264,  and  Fm  266  are  not 

present _ _ _ ... 

Hit  is  known  that  Sr  00, 1 129  a  136  J  136, 1 131,  Table 
U  only),  Pb  210,  Ra  22^  Ra  228,  Cm  348,  and  C(  264 

are  not  present . . . . . . . 

lilt  Ls  knoam  that  (1 120,  Table  II  only),  Ra  226,  and  Ra 

228  are  not  present . . . . . . . 

II  it  Ls  known  that  alpha-emitters  and  Sr  00,  1  120,  Pb 
21U,  Ac  227,  Ra  228,  Pa  230,  Pu  241,  and  Bk  240  are  not 

presint _  3X10^ 

Ult  is  known  that  alpha-emitters  and  Pb  210,  Ac  227,  Ra 

228.  and  Pu  241  are  not  present _ _ _ _  3X10"'* 

II  it  Ls  known  that  alpb^mltters  and  Ac  227  are  not 

present . . . . . . .  8X10*“ 

Hit  is  known  that  Ac  327,  Th  230,  Pa  231,  Pu  238,  Pu 
23»,  I‘u  240,  Pu  342,  Pu  244,  Cm  248,  Cf  240,  and  Cf  261 

are  not  present . .  3X10*» 

Uit  te  known  that  Pa  231,  Pu  230,  Pu  340,  Pu  242,  Pu  244, 

Cm  248,  Cf  240,  and  Cf  261  are  not  present .  SXlO-u 


(Sec.  161, 66  SUt.  »48;  42  UJS.C.  2201) 

Dated  at  Oermantown,  Md.,  this  27th  da^f  July  IMS. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-8347;  Filed,  Aug.  0, 1066;  8:46  am.] 


W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary. 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Parts  1,  91  ] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  6662;  Notice  66-11] 

CLEARANCES  AND  INSTRUCTIONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulomaking; 
Public  Hearing 

The  Agency  will  hold  a  public  hearing 
at  10  a.m.,  on  September  20,  IMS,  In 
Room  510  at  800  Independence  Avenue 
8W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553,  concem- 
IfiK  proposed  amendments  to  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  revise 
the  definitions  of  “air  traffic  control" 
and  “air  traffic  control  clearances”  and 
clarify  the  distinction  between  ATC 
clearances  and  ATC  instructions.  These 
amendments  were  proposed  In  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  Notice  66-11, 
<lated  May  14,  1965,  and  published  In 
the  Federal  Recistxr  (30  PH.  6921). 
with  an  end  date  for  comment  on  July 
20, 1965. 

The  comments  received  In  response  to 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pre¬ 
sented  various  views  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  changes  In  existing  definitions 
and  clearances  or  the  kind  of  change.  If 
which  should  be  made.  TTie  Air 
Transport  Association  and  Aircraft 


Owners  and  Pilots  Association  were  of 
the  view  that  the  importance  of  the 
subjects  treated  In  the  notice  warrants  a 
public  hearing  to  afford  further  explora¬ 
tion  of  the  matter  and  to  hear  recmn- 
mendatlons  of  all  concerned.  TTie 
Agency  Is  of  the  opinion  that  In  order  to 
assure  Informed  administrative  action, 
a  hearing  should  be  held  to  give  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  a  further  opportunity  to 
express  their  views,  either  orally  or  in 
writing,  on  any  of  the  Issues  raised  In 
the  notice. 

The  hearing  will  be  an  informal  hear¬ 
ing,  convened  pursuant  to  1 11.33  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  and  sec¬ 
tion  4(b)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act.  It  will  not  be  a  Judicial  or 
evidentiary  type  hearing  so  there  will  be 
no  cross-examination  of  persons  present¬ 
ing  statements. 

An  Agency  spokesman  will  open  the 
hearing  with  a  statement  describing  the 
proposed  amendment  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  In  response  to  the  notice.  In¬ 
terested  persons  will  then  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  their  Initial  oral 
statements  which  may  be  directed  to  any 
phase  of  the  Agency’s  proposal  in  regard 
to  Notice  65-11.  After  iJl  initlsJ  state- 
mmts  have  been  completed,  those  per- 
s(ms  who  wish  to  make  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  given  an  opportunity  to  do 


so.  In  the  same  order  In  which  they  made 
their  initial  statements. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  at¬ 
tend  the  hearing  and  present  oral  or 
written  statements  on  the  matters  as  set 
forth  above,  which  will  be  made  part  of 
the  record  of  the  hearing.  Any  person 
who  wishes  to  make  an  oral  statement  at 
the  hearing  must  notify  the  Agency  by 
September  10,  1M5,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Rules  Docket,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553,  marked 
“Attention:  Presidi^  Officer,  Public 
Hearing  on  Notice  65-11",  stating  the 
amount  of  time  requested  for  his  initial 
statement.  In  addition,  any  person  who 
Is  unable  to  attend  the  hearing  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  with  respect  to 
any  provision  of  the  proposal.  These 
comments  must  be  received  by  the 
Agency  by  September  10,  1M5,  to  be 
made  part  of  the  hearing  record.  Com¬ 
munications  concerning  this  hearing 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  Rules  Docket,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  Washington,  D.C..  20553, 
marked  “Attention  Presiding  Officer, 
Public  Hearing  on  Notice  65-11. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made;  anyone  may  buy  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  from  the  reporter. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
5. 1965. 

Archie  W.  League, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  66-8378:  FUed,  A\ig.  9.  1966; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

{ Alrq;>ace  Docket  No.  66-SW-28] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  Is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  which 
would  alter  the  controlled  airspace  In 
the  Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  terminal  area. 

The  following  controlled  airspace  Is 
presently  designated  in  this  area: 

The  Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  transition  area 
is  designated  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  an  8-mlle  radius  of  McKinley 
County  Airport,  Gallup.  N.  Mex.  (lati¬ 
tude  35“30'35"  N.,  longitude  108*47'00" 
W.) ;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
boimded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 
35*20'30"  N.,  longitude  108*58'30"  W.. 
to  latitude  35*31'30"  N.,  longitude  109*- 
02'30"  W.,  to  latitude  35*50'30"  N„ 
longitude  108*44'30"  W..  to  latitude  35*- 
47'30''  N.,  longitude  108*34'00''  W.,  to 
latitude  35*25'00"  N.,  longitude  108*38'- 
30"  W.,  thence  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes 
to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in  the 
Gallup.  N.  Mex.,  terminal  area  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Designate  the  Ckdlup,  N.  Mex.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  as  that  airspace  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  the  McKinley  Coimty  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  35*30'35"  N..  longitude 
108*47'00"  W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  (jlallup  VOR  232*  and  061*  radials. 
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extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone 
^  6.5  miles  SW  of  the  VOR.  This  control 
zone  would  be  ^ectlve  diiring  the  dates 
and  times  puldished  in  the  Airman’s 
Information  Manual. 

2.  Redesignate  the  Gallup,  N.  Mex., 
transition  area  as  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  700  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  within  an  8-mlle  radius  of  McKin¬ 
ley  Coimty  Airport  (latitude  SS'SO'SS” 
N..  longitude  108‘’47'00"  W.) ;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Gallup  VOR  232* 
radial,  extending  from  the  8-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area 
boimded  by  aline  beginning  at  latitude 
35°47'30"  N.,  longitude  108°34'00"  W.; 
to  latitude  35*25'00"  N.,  longitude  108* 
38'30"  W.;  to  latitude  35*15'00"  N., 
longitude  109°00'00"  W.;  to  latitude 
35*25'00"  N.,  longitude  109*07'00"  W.; 
to  latitude  35“52'00’'  N.,  longitude  108*- 
47'00"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

The  Gallup  VOR  is  scheduled  to  be 
commissioned  on  or  about  December  1, 
1965.  Conciirrent  with  this  date,  the 
McKinley  County  Airport,  Gallup, 
N.  Mex.,  will  meet  the  communications, 
.weather  reporting,  and  instrument  ap- 
•proach  criteria  applicable  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  part-time  control  zone. 
Therefore,  a  control  zone,  with  its  as¬ 
sociated  extensions,  is  proposed  herein 
to  provide  protection  for  aircraft  con¬ 
ducting  instrument  approach  and  de¬ 
parture  procedures  below  1,000  feet 
above  the  surface.  The  hours  of  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  prcQXMsed  control  zone 
would  be  published  in  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual.  The  proposed  ad¬ 
ditional  700-  and  l,2(K)-foot  floor  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Gallup  transition  area  are 
required  to  provide  protection  for  in¬ 
strument  arrival,  departure,  and  holding 
procedures  predicate  on  the  new  Gallup 
VOR. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  C3iief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Post  Office  Box 
1689,  Forth  Worth.  Tex.,  76101.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  45  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Any  data,  views,  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ- 
,  Ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  re(X)rd  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  South¬ 
west  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency. 
Forth  Worth,  Tex.  An  informal  Docket 
will  also  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division. 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  August 
3,  1965. 

A.  L.  Coulter, 

Acting  Director.  Southwest  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8359;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:46  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

,  ( Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-65  ] 

POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREA  AND  JET 
ADVISORY  AREAS 

Proposed  Designation  and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
extend  positive  control  area  to  include 
the  airspace  in  the  vicinity  of  Aberdeen, 
S.  Dak.,  bounded  on  the  north  by  the 
northern  boundaries  of  J-70  and  J-32 
Jet  advisory  areas  and  on  the  east,  south, 
and  west  by  existing  positive  control 
area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
munber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  lS*affic  Division,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo..  64110.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  45  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendments. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Positive  control  area  is  a  designated 
area  within  the  continental  control  area 
wherein  safety  to  aircraft  is  increased 
by  the  provision  of  positive  separation  to 
both  en  route  and  diversifled  aircraft 
operations.  Positive  control  area  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated  from  Flight  Level  240 
to.  and  including.  Flight  Level  600  in  the 
continental  control  area  of  the  48  con¬ 
terminous  States,  excluding  portions  of 
the  States  of  Texas,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  New 
Hampshire,  Michigan,  and  Maine.  Ac¬ 
tion  is  proposed  herein  to  designate  as 
positive  control  area  that  airspace  from 
Flight  Level  240  to.  and  including.  Flight 
Level  600  within  the  continental  control 
area  boimded  by  a  line  from: 

Latitude  46*07'30"  N.,  longitude  96*47'30" 
W.;  to  latitude  43 *35'30"  N.,  longitude  97*- 
23'30"  W.;  to  laUtude  43*80'00"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  97*17'00"  W.;  to  latitude  43*30'00''  N., 
longitude  100*26'00"  W.;  to  latitude  44*20’- 
00"  N.,  longitude  101*00'00"  W.;  to  Utitude 
44*87'00"  N.,  longitude  101*00'00"  W.;  to 
laUtude  46*66'30"  N..  longitude  101*00'00" 


W.;  to  latitude  46*00'00"  N..  longitude  100*> 
OO'OO"  W.;  to  latitude  46*14'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  100*(>0'00"  W.;  to  latitude  45°40’20"  N., 
longitude  98*20'40"  W.;  to  the  point  of 
beglnxxlng. 

The  Agency  considers  that  safety  will 
be  enhanced  and  the  same  level  of  opera¬ 
tional  effectiveness  maintained  by  desig¬ 
nation  of  positive  control  area  in  the 
above-defined  airspace.  Although  radar 
service  from  FAA  Air  Route  Traffic  fa¬ 
cilities  is  unavailable  in  the  airspace 
under  consideration,  limited  radar  serv¬ 
ice  for  planned  operations  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  on  an  “as  required’’  basis  by  part- 
time  use  of  the  nxilitary  radar  facility 
from  which  radar  jet  advisory  service 
has  been  provided  in  the  same  areas. 

Since  Jet  advisory  areas  within  the 
above  proposed  positive  control  area 
would  no  longer  be  required,  it  is  also 
proposed  herein  to  revoke  the  en  route 
radar  Jet  advisory  areas  associated  wiffi 
Jet  Routes  Nos.  16.  70.  82.  32,  and  90  and 
the  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  terminal  radar 
Jet  advlsoiT  area.  The  nonra(^  Jet 
advisory  area  associated  with  Jet  Route 
No.  32  would  not  be  altered. 

These  amendments  are  pn^^osed 
xmder  the  authority  of  sec.  307  (a)  of  t^ 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  US.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
4, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 
Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[FJt.*  Doc.  65-8360;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:46  aju.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

{Airspace  Docket  No.  66-CE-lOO] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviaticm  Regulsdions  which 
would  alter  controlled  airqiace  in  the 
Flint,  Mich.,  terminal  area. 

The  Flint,  Mich.,  transition  area  is 
presently  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  12-mile  radius  of  the 
Flint  VOR,  and  within  5  miles  N  and 
8  miles  S  of  the  Flint  ILS  localizer  W 
course,  extending  from  the  12-mile  radius 
area  to  12  miles  W  of  the  OM;  and  that 
air^ace  extending  upward  frmn  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  on  the 
S  by  latitude  42*46'00"  N..  on  the  E  by 
the  E  boimdary  of  V-42  E  and  longitude 
83*30'00"  W.,  Ml  the  N  by  latitude 
43*16'00"  N.,  and  mi  the  W  by  longitude 
84*05'00"  W. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
comt^eted  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structural  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Flint,  Mich.,  terminal  area 
proposes  the  following  airspace  action: 

Designate  the  Flint,  Mich.,  ti’ansition 
area  to  comprise  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  12-mlle  radius  of  the  Flint  VOR, 
within  5  miles  N  and  8  miles  S  of  the 
Flint  TT<fi  localizer  W  course,  extending 
from  the  12-mile  raffius  area  to  12  miles 
W  of  the  OM;  and  within  a  4-mile  radius 
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of  OW0680  City  Airport,  Owosso,  Mich, 
(latitude  42*59'30"  N.,  longitude  84*08'- 
00"  W.);  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
bounded  on  the  8  by  latitude  42*46'00" 
N.,  on  the  E  by  the  E  boiindary  of  V-42  E 
and  longitude  83*30'00"  W.,  on  the  N  by 
latitude  43*16'00"  N.,  and  on  the  W  by 
longitude  84"05'00"  W. 

The  proposed  transition  area  within  a 
4-mile  radius  of  the  Owosso  Airport 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft  ex- 
ecniting  prescribed  arrival  and  departure 
procedures  at  Owosso  Airport.  A  VOR/ 
DME  instrument  approach  procedure 
using  the  Flint,  Mich.,  VORTAC  will  be 
established  for  the  Owosso  Airport  con¬ 
current  with  the  designation  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  transition  area.  The  procedure 
turn  and  final  approach  portions  of  the 
approach  procedure  will  be  encompassed 
within  the  presently  designated  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  attention:  Chief,  Air 
TrafBc  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
(MHO.  All  communications  received 
within  45  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  Any  data, 
dews  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
In  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
In  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  OfiBce  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Ave¬ 
nue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  AviatUm  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

iKued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  July  26, 
1965. 

Donald  S.  King, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

IPA.  Doc.  ee-BSei;  PUed,  Aug.  9.  1966; 

8:46  sjn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket.  No.  66-SW-a7] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
federal  Aviation  Rogations,  which 
would  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Lafayette,  La.,  terminal  area. 

The  following  controlled  airspace  is 
Wesently  designated  in  the  Lafayette, 
W-,  terminal  area: 

1.  The  Lafairette,  La.,  control  zone  is 
designated  as  that  airspace  within 


a  5-mile  radius  of  Lafayette,  La., 
Airport  (latitude  30*12'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  91'59'40"  W..) ;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Lafayette  ILB  localizer  N 
course  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  1  mile  8  of  the  OM,  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Lafayette  VOR 
172*  radial  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  7  miles  8  of  the  VOR. 

2.  The  Lafayette,  La.,  transition  area 
is  designated  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
, within  a  5-mile  radius  of  latitude 
30*02'15"  N.,  Icmgitude  91*53'00"  W., 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Lafayette 
VOR  139*  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  the  VOR,  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Lafayette  IL8 
localizer  N  course  extending  from  the 
OM  to  1  mile  8,  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Lafayette  VOR  172*  radial 
extending  from  the  VOR  to  8  miles  8; 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within  an 
area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  lati¬ 
tude  30»46'20"  N.,  longitude  91*50'40" 
W.,  to  latitude  30*07'40"  N.,  longitude 
91*36'45"  W.,  to  latitude  30*13'00"  N., 
longitude  90*57'00"  W.,  to  latitude 
29*53'00"  N.,  longitude  91*00'00"  W., 
to  latitude  29*47'00"  N.,  longitude 
91*11'00"  W.,  to  latitude  29*36'00"  N., 
longitude  91*11'00"  W.,  thence  west  via 
latitude  29*36'00"  N.,  to  and  clockwise 
along  the  arc  of  a  35-mile  radius  circle 
centered  at  latitude  30*02'15"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  91*53'00"  W.,  to  latitude  29*56'00" 
N.,  then  N  to  latitude  30*32'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  92*15'00"  W.,  to  point  of  begiimlng; 
within  8  miles  N  and  5  miles  8  of  the 
White  Lake  VOR  090*  and  270*  radlals 
extending  from  7  miles  W  to  13  miles  E 
of  the  VOR,  and  within  8  miles  8  and  5 
mUes  N  of  the  White  Lake  VOR  091*  and 
271*  radials  extending  from  7  miles  E  to 
13  miles  W  of  the  VOR 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes 
to  alter  the  Lafayette,  La.,  transition 
area  as  follows: 

Redesignate  the  700-foot  floor  portion 
of  the  Lafayette,  La.,  transition  area  as 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  latitude  30°02'15"  N.,  longitude 
91*53'00"  W.,  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Lafayette  VOR  139*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  the  VOR, 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Lafayette 
IL8  localizer  N  course  extending  from 
the  OM  to  1  mile  8,  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Lafay^te  IL8  localizer  8 
course  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
area  to  14  miles  8  of  the  airport,  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Lafayette 
VOR  172*  radial  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  8  miles  8. 

The  alteration  proposed  herein  adds  a 
14-mile  extension  south  of  the  airport  to 
the  700-foot  fioor  portion  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area.  This  extension  is  required  to 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
a  new  backcourse  ILB  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  which,  includes  a 
transition  from  the  intersection  of  the 
White  Lake  VOR  030*  radial  and  the 
Lafayette  IL8  localizer  south  course  to 
the  Milton  intersection  during  which 
flight  below  1,500  feet  above  the  surface 
is  authorized. 


Interested  persons  may  svibmlt  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  8outhwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Post  Office  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  76101.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  45  days 
after  puMlcation  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  (XNXunents 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  8outh- 
west  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  An  informal  Docket 
will  also  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  Office  of  the  (Thief,  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.8.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  August 
3, 1965. 

A.  L  CorrLTER, 

Acting  Director,  Southvoest  Region. 

[Fit.  Doc.  66-8369;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  73  1 

( Alnpace  Dockot  No.  66-80-44] 

RESTRICTED  AREAS 
Proposed  Revocation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
alter  Restricted  Area  R-5302  and  that 
would  revoke  Restricted  Areas  R-5303, 
R^304,  and  R-5305. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate 
to  the  Director,  8outhem  Region,  At¬ 
tention:  (Thief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Oa.,  30320.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  45  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendments.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  8W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami- 


nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  PAA  has  reviewed  the  Albermarle 
Sound,  N.C.,  restricted  area  complex.  It 
has  been  determined  that  the  use  of 
these  restricted  areas  has  recently 
changed  and  a  need  for  the  four  sep¬ 
arate  areas.  R-5302,  R-5303,  R-5304, 
and  R-5305  no  longer  exists.  Previously, 
these  restricted  areas  each  contained 
targets  and  were  used  either  in¬ 
dividually,  or  two  or  more  at  a  time, 
depending  upon  the  activity  to  be  con¬ 
ducted.  Presently,  of  the  four  areas  in¬ 
volved,  R-5304  is  centered  on  the  only 
target  used  for  ordinance  delivery. 

In  addition,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  has  advised  the  Agency  that  a  new 
training  activity,  the  detection  and  de¬ 
struction  of  drone  PT  boats  during  dark¬ 
ness  by  high  performance  and  other  air¬ 
craft,  requires  that  the  time  of  use  be 
extended  from  the  present  designation 
to  2300  hours  e.s.t.  In  recognition  of  the 
chsmged  requirements  for  these  areas 
and  in  order  to  simplify  charting  and 
pertinent  identification,  it  is  proposed 
herein  to  redescribe  the  complex  as  a 
single,  rectangular  area. 

Therefore,  R-5303,  R-5304,  and  R-5305 
would  be  revoked  and  R-5302  would  be 
redescribed  as  follows: 

R-5302  Aukrmaki.f  Sound,  N.C. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  latitude  36*- 
03'35"  N.,  longitude  76*03’06"  W.;  to  latitude 
35*68'05''  N.,  longitude  76*0a'10’'  W.;  to  lat¬ 
itude  36*55’40"  N.,  longitude  76*24'05"  W.; 
to  latitude  36*01'05''  K.,  longitude  76*25'00" 
W. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  FL  200. 
Time  of  designation'  0800  hours  to  2300 
hours  e.s.t. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  Fleet  Air  Nor¬ 
folk,  NAS  Norfolk.  Va. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sec.  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U£.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  August 
3, 1965. 

Danixl  E.  Bakrow, 

Chief.  Airspace  Regvlations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-6363;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  CDMMISSIDN 

[  16  CFR  Part  303  1 

TEXTILE  FIBER  PRODUCTS;  FIBER 
IMPLYING  TERMS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act, 
notice  is  hereby  given  to  all  interested 
parties  that  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  proposes  to  give  consideration  to  an 
amendment  of  §  303.18  (Rule  18)  of  Part 
303,  rules  and  reguBitions  under  the 
Textile  Fiber  Products  Identification 
Act. 

The  matter  to  be  considered  is  an 
amendment  of  §  303.18  (Rule  18)  of  Part 
303,  rules  and  regulations  imder  the 
Textile  Fiber  Products  Identification  Act 
so  as  to  designate  conditions  under 
which  certain  fiber  implying  terms  may 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

or  may  not  be  used  on  labels  affixed  to  in  any  manner  except  under  circutn- 
textile  fiber  products.  stances  expressly  approved  in  writing  by 

The  proposed  amendment  to  S  303.18  SBA.”  Change  in  control  over  a  com- 
(Rule  18)  reads:  pany  to  which  an  SBIC  license  has  been 

§303.18  Term,  implying  fiber,  not  Jssu^.  unless  approved  by  SBA  woifid 
present.  in  effect  represent  a  unilateral  transfer 

_  of  the  license.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the 

Words,  coined  words,  symbols  or  de-  proposed  amendments  to  provide  more 
pictions,  (a)  which  constitute  or  imply  expUedt  proeedural  requirements  gov- 
the  name  or  designation  of  a  fiber  which  emlng  stock  transfers  and  other  ar- 
is  not  present  in  the  product,  (b)  which  rangements  which  involve  or  are  likely 


are  phonetically  similar  to  the  name  or 
designation  of  such  a  fiber,  or  (c)  which 
are  only  a  slight  variation  of  spelling 
from  the  name  or  designation  of  such  a 


to  result  in  a  change  in  effective  control 
over  a  Licensee. 

Present  §  107.704(g)  Changes  in  plans, 
management  and  ownership.  reqxUres 


fiber  shall  not  be  used  in  such  a  manner  prior  written  consent  of  SBA  before  a 


as  to  represent  or  imply  that  such  fiber  is 
present  in  the  product. 

Interested  parties  may  participate  by 
submitting  in  writing  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20580,  on  or  before  the  10th  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1965,  their  views,  argmnents,  or 
other  data.  Written  rebuttal  may  be 
submitted  until  September  30,  1965. 

Such  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
authority  given  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  under  section  7(c)  of  the 
Textile  Fiber  Products  Identification  Act 
(72  Stat.  1717;  15  UJS.C.  70)  “to  make 
such  rules  and  regulations,  including  the 
establishment  of  generic  names  of  manu¬ 
factured  fibers,  under  and  in  pursuance 
of  the  terms  of  this  Act  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  for  administration  and 
enforement.” 

Issued:  August  5, 1965. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8389;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


SMALL  DUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATIDN 

t  13  CFR  Part  1071 
INVESTMENT  COMPANIES 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  authority  contained  in  section  308  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  PubUc  Law  85-699,  72  Stat.  694,  as 
amended,  it  is  prop>osed  to  amend,  as  set 
forth  below.  Part  107  of  Subchapter  B, 
Chapter  I.  of  Title  13  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  revised  in  29 
FJl.  16946-16961,  and  amended  in  30  FJl. 
534,  1187,  2652,  2653,  2654,  3635,  3856, 
7597,  7651,  8775,  and  8900,  by  deleting 
9  107.704(g),  amending  9  107.12,  and 
adding  new  99  107.725  and  107.726. 
Prior  to  final  adoption  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  comments  or  suggestions  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  submitted  in  writing, 
in  triplicate,  to  the  Investment  Division. 
Small  Business  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C..  within  a  period  of  thirty 
(30)  days  of  the  date  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Information.  Section  107J203  pro¬ 
vides  that  “a  license  is  not  transferable 


Licensee  may  change  its  Investment  I 
policy,  plans  to  raise  additional  cimital. 
borrowing  or  other  plans  previously  re¬ 
ported  to  SBA.  It  also  declares  that  any 
change  in  the  “officers,  directors,  or 
owners  of  10  or  more  percent  of  its  st^k" 
shall  be  reported  immediately  to  SBA  in 
the  form  of  a  post-licensing  amendment, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  SBA  approval  “as 
a  condition  for  the  continuance  of  the 
license  •  • 

The  proposed  amendments  imder  con¬ 
sideration  would  delete  present  9  107.704 
(g)  and  substitute  therefor  new  99  107.- 
725  and  107.726.  These  new  sections  en¬ 
compass  a  more  precise  and  compre¬ 
hensive  regulation  of  the  subject  in  ques¬ 
tion. 

Proposed  new  9  107.725(a)  Changes  in 
ownership  and  control,  states  that  any 
transfer  of  control  over  a  Licensee  shall 
be  subject  to  prior  SBA  approval.  The 
term,  “control,”  is  defined  as  the  pos¬ 
session,  direct  or  indirect,  of  the  power 
to  direct  or  cause  the  direction  of  man¬ 
agement  or  policies,  whether  through 
ownership  of  voting  securities,  by  con¬ 
tract.  or  otherwise  (9107.12). 

Proposed  9  107.725(c)(1)  deals  with 
“debtor  Licensees”  and  proposed  9 107.- 
725(c)(2),  with  “non-debtor  Licensees" 
and  1940  Act  companies.  “Debtor  Li¬ 
censee”  refers  to  a  licensee  which  is  in¬ 
debted  to  SBA  on  account  of  9  107.301  or 
9  107.402  funds  (including  SBA  guaran¬ 
tees  or  commitments  wrlth  respect  there¬ 
to)  ,  and  “non-debtor  Licensee"  to  a  li¬ 
censee  which  has  not  been  the  recipient 
of  such  funds,  guarantees,  or  conimit- 
ments  (9  107.725(b)  (1)  and  (2),  “1940 
A(;t  company”  means  a  Licensee  which 
is  a  registered  Investment  company  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(9  107.12). 

Debtor  licensees.  Proposed  9  107.725 
(c)  (1)  would  require  prior  written  SBA 
approval  for  (1)  any  transfer  of  10  or 
more  percent,  or  (ii)  any  transfer  that 
would  result  in  any  person  or  affiliated 
group  of  persons  owning  10  or  more  per¬ 
cent  of  a  debtor  Licensee’s  capital  stock; 
or  (iii)  any  change  in  beneficial  owner¬ 
ship  of  its  capital  stock  which  involves  a 
change  in  control  over  the  licensee. 
Pending  SBA  improval,  the  debtor  Li¬ 
censee,  or  any  person  acting  on  its  behalf, 
could  not  regl^r  such  stock  transfers  on 
behalf  of  proposed  new  owners ;  or  permit 
the  latter  to  exercise  voting  rights  with 
respect  to  the  shares  in  question  and/or 
participate  in  the  conduct  of  Licensee’s 
affairs.  A  proposed  new  owner  would 
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not  be  authorized,  without  8BA  approval, 
to  procure  or  vote  any  proxy  as  to  such 
shares;  have  access  to,  custody  of.  con¬ 
trol  over,  or  oigage  In  any  disposition  of 
debtor  licensee’s  assets;  or  serve  as  Its 
officer,  director,  or  employee. 

With  respect  to  transfer  of  shares 
Issued  by  a  Licensee  which  hereafter  be¬ 
comes  indebted  to  SBA  for  S  107.301  and/ 
or  §  107.402  funds,  consummation  of  the 
transfer  and  receipt  of  the  proceeds  of 
sale,  without  prim:  SBA  approval,  would 
render  the  transferor  liable  to  SBA  for 
debtor  licensee’s  outstanding  obligation 
to  SBA,  if  the  transaction  Involved  a 
change  in  control  over  such  Licensee 
trom  the  transferor  to  another  person. 
The  transferor’s  liability  would  termi¬ 
nate  upon  SBA  granting  approval,  or 
three  (3)  years  after  the  date  of  SBA 
disapproval,  unless  the  debtor  Licensee’s 
obligation  to  SBA  Is  sooner  discharged  or 
the  Agency,  upon  being  notified  of  the 
transaction,  promptly  initiates  siction 
within  that  time  to  enfore  his  liability 
(j  107.725(c)(1)). 

Non-debtor  licenses.  With  respect  to 
non-debtor  Licensees  and  1940  Act  com¬ 
panies,  pr(H>osed  S  107.725(c)  (2)  would 
require  the  Licensee  and  other  parties  in 
interest  to  report  to  SBA  any  transfer  of 
10  or  more  peroaot,  or  any  transfer 
which  results  in  any  person  or  afllllated 
group  of  persons  beconoing  the  beneficial 
owner's  of  10  or  more  percent,  of  its 
capital  stock.  Such  transfers  would  be 
srffiject  to  SBA  post-approval  as  a  con¬ 
dition  for  the  continuance  of  the  license. 
Prior  written  SBA  approval  would  be  re¬ 
quired,  however,  if  the  stock  transfer  so 
affects  the  beneficial  ownership  of  out¬ 
standing  capital  stock  as  to  Involve  a 
change  in  control  over  the  Licensee. 

The  term,  “stock  transfer,”  would 
cover  all  shares  “which  any  person  or 
affiliated  group  of  persons  transfers  or 
undertakes  to  transfer  during  any  six  (6) 
mtmth  period.”  (§  107.725(b)(3)) 
Applications  for  prior  SBA  approval, 
wherever  required  under  proposed  S  107.- 
725,  would  have  to  be  filed  by  the  li¬ 
censee  and  the  other  parties  in  interest. 
Approval  would  be  contingent  upon  full 
disclosure  to  SBA  of  all  material  facts 
and  would  be  subject  to  such  conditions 
as  may  be  reasonable  under  the  cir- 
cumsUinces.  (8  107.725(c)  (3)  (U)) 

A  person  proposing  to  acquire  control 
over  a  Licensee  would  have  to  show  com¬ 
pliance  with  appropriate  SBA  licensing 
standards  set  forth  In  8  107.102(d). 
Where  the  Licensee  has  not  invested  at 
least  50  percent  of  its  paid-in  capital 
and  paid-in  surplus  from  private  sources, 
the  person  acqiiiring  control  would  have 
to  meet  all  of  the  requirements  of  8  107.- 
102(d),  except  for  subparagraph  (6) 
thereof  requiring  demonstration  of  a 
need  for  SBIC  services  in  licensee’s 
operating  area.  If  the  Licensee  has  in¬ 
vested  50  or  more  percent  of  such  capi¬ 
tal  and  surplus  at  the  time  application 
lor  SBA  approval  is  made,  the  trans¬ 
feree  would  have  to  meet  only  ^ose  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  107.102(d)  that  relate 
to  independent  Board  members,  diversity 
of  ownership,  maintenance  of  principal 
office,' and  borrowed  funds.  (8  107.725 
(c)  (3)(1)) 


Proposed  8  107.725(d) .  Revorting 
transactions  involving  possible  transfer 
of  control,  would  require  the  Licensee’s 
president  or  chief  executive  officer  to 
notify  SBA  promptly  of  any  transaction 
which  involves  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
a  change  of  control.  Relevant  particu¬ 
lars  to  be  included  in  such  report  are 
itemized  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  8  107.- 
725(d). 

Paragraph  (a)  of  8  107.726  would  re¬ 
quire  prior  SBA  approval  to  effectuate 
any  change  in  the  Licensee’s  name,  ad¬ 
dress  of  principal  office,  operating  area, 
charter,  financing  pltms,  investment 
policy,  number  of  directors,  or  other 
change  in  by-laws  or  paid-in  capital  and 
paid-in  surplus  likely  to  result  in  change 
of  control.  Paragraph  (b)  would  re¬ 
quire  any  change  of  directors  or  change 
in  Licensee’s  affairs  as  described  in  its 
Proposal  and/or  License  Applicaticm 
(not  covered  by  the  prior  approval  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  107.725  or  paragraph  (a) 
of  8  107.726)  to  be  reported  as  post¬ 
licensing  amendments.  The  report 
could  be  filed  concurrently  with  the 
happening  of  events  described,  or  not 
later  than  the  date  of  Licensee’s  next 
required  semiannual  financial  report  to 
SBA.  Changes  reported  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  SBA  post-approval  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  for  the  continuance  of  the  license. 
SBA  approval  would  be  contingent  upon 
full  disclosure  of  all  relevant  facts,  and 
would  be  subject  to  such  conditions  as 
may  be  reasonable  imder  the  circum¬ 
stances.  P  o  s  t-Ucensing  amendments 
filed  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  of  8  107.726  would  be  deemed  ap¬ 
proved  unless  SBA  notifies  the  Licensee 
to  the  contrary  within  60  days  of  its 
receipt  of  Licensee’s  application  or  re¬ 
port  (8  107.726(d)). 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  companies  as  follows: 

§  107.704  [Amended] 

1.  By  deleting  8  107.704(g). 

2.  By  adding  the  following  two  para¬ 
graphs  at  the  end  of  8  107.12: 

§  107.12  Definitions. 

•  *  •  «  • 

Control.  “Control”  means  the  posses¬ 
sion.  direct  or  indirect,  of  the  power  to 
direct  or  cause  the  direction  of  the  man¬ 
agement  and  policies  of  a  Licensee  or 
non-Licensee  concern,  whether  through 
the  ownership  of  voting  securities,  by 
contract,  or  otherwise. 

1940  Act  company.  “1940  Act  com¬ 
pany”  means  a  Ucensee  which  is  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  subject  to 
the  regulatory  Jurisdiction  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940. 

3.  By  adding  new  88  107.725  and 
107.726,  which  would  read  as  foUows: 

§  107.725  Changes  in  ownership  and 
control. 

(a)  General.  Transfer  of  control  over 
a  Licensee  shall  be  subject  to  prior  SBA 
approval. 

(b)  Definitions.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  section — 


(1)  “Debtor  Licensee”  means  a  Licen¬ 
see  which  is  Indebted  to  SBA  on  accoimt 
of  8  107.301  and/or  8  107.402  funds  (in¬ 
cluding  SBA  guarantees  or  commitments 
with  respect  thereto) . 

(2)  “Non-debtor  Licensee”  means  a 
Licensee  which  has  not  received  8  107.301 
or  8  107.402  funds  (including  SBA  guar¬ 
antees  or  commitments  with  respect 
thereto) . 

(3)  “Transfer,”  “stock  transfer,”  or 
“transfer  of  shai^”  refers  to  the  aggre¬ 
gate  amotmt  of  shares  which  any  person 
or  affiliated  group  of  persons  transfers 
or  imdertakes  to  transfer  during  any  six 
(6)  month  period. 

(4)  "Exercise  voting  rights  with  re¬ 
spect  to  shares  of  Licensee’s  capital 
stock”  shall  Include  directly  procuring 
or  voting  any  proxy,  consent,  or  authori¬ 
zation  as  to  such  voting  rights  at  any 
shareholder’s  meeting. 

(5)  “Participate  in  the  conduct  of 
licensee’s  affiairs”  shall  include  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  voting  rights  at  any  shareholder’s 
meeting;  access  to,  custody  of,  or  control 
over  Licensee’s  corporate  books,  records, 
fimds  or  other  assets;  participation  di¬ 
rectly  or  indlreptly  in  any  disposition 
thereof;  or  serving  as  an  officer,  director 
or  empolyee  of  such  Licensee. 

(c)  Debtor  licensees.  (1)  In  case  of — 

(1)  A  proposed  transfer  of  10  or  more 
percent  of  the  capital  stock;  or 

(ii)  A  proposed  transfer  which  would 
result  in  the  acquisition  or  beneficial 
ownership  by  any  person  or  affiliated 
group  of  persons  of  10  or  more  percent 
of  its  capital  stock;  or 

(iii)  Any  propos^  change  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  beneficial  ownership  of  its 
capital  stock  which  involves  or  results 
in  a  change  in  control  of  the  debtor 
licensee; 

such  transaction  shall  not  be  consum¬ 
mated  and  neither  the  debtor  Licensee, 
nor  any  officer,  director,  employee,  or 
other  person  acting  in  a  representative 
capacity  on  its  behalf,  shall,  without 
prior  written  approval  of  SBA: 

(a)  Register  on  its  books  any  transfer 
of  shares  to  the  proposed  new  owner  or 
owners;  or 

(b)  Permit  the  proposed  new  owner 
or  owners  to  exercise  voting  rights  with 
respect  to  said  shares  or  participate  in 
any  manner  in  the  conduct  of  Licensee’s 
affairs — the  performance  of  such  activi¬ 
ties  by  the  proposed  new  owner  or  owners 
being  unauthorized. 

(2)  Prior  approval  application;  Appli¬ 
cations  for  prior  SBA  approval  shall  be 
promptly  filed  on  SBA  Form  No.  414A  by 
the  Licensee  and  other  parties  in  interest. 

(3)  Liability  of  transferor:  With  re¬ 
spect  to  any  licensee  which  becomes  a 
debtor  Licensee  after  the  effective  date 
hereof,  consummation  of  any  proposed 
transfer  of  shares  (and  acceptance  of 
the  proceeds  of  sale)  which  involves  or 
results  in  a  change  in  control  over  such 
debtor  Licensee  shall  render  the  trans¬ 
feror  directly  and  immediately  liable  to 
SBA,  Jointly  and  severally  with  the  deb¬ 
tor  licensee,  on  account  of  the  latter’s 
indebtedness  owing  to  or  guaranteed  by 
SBA:  Provided,  however.  That  the  trans¬ 
feror’s  liability  to  SBA  shall  terminate 
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upon  SBA  granting  approval,  or  three 

(3)  years  after  the  date  of  SBA  disap¬ 
proval,  unless  the  indebtedness  is  sooner 
discharged  or  SBA,  upon  being  notified 
of  the  transaction,  takes  prompt  legal 
action  within  that  time  to  enforce  such 
liability. 

(4)  Non-debtor  Licensees  and  1940 
Act  companies:  Any  transfer  of  10  or 
more  percent  of  the  capital  stock,  or  any 
transfer  which  results  in  the  acquisition 
or  beneficial  ownership  by  any  person  or 
affiliated  group  of  persons  of  10  or  more 
percent  of  the  capital  stock  issued  by  a 
non-debtor  Licensee  or  1940  Act  com¬ 
pany,  shall  be  immediately  reported  to 
SBA  by  the  Licensee  and  other  parties 
in  interest.  Such  transfer  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  SBA  post-approval  as  a  condition 
for  the  continuance  of  the  license.  Any 
proposed  change  with  respect  to  the 
beneficial  ownership  of  capital  stock 
which  Involves  or  results  in  a  change  in 
control  over  such  issuer  Licensee  shall  be 
subject  to  prior  written  approval  of  SBA. 

(5)  Standards  governing  SBA  ap¬ 
proval:  (i)  Applicability  of  licensing 
standards.  The  following  provisions  of 
S  107.102(d)  concerning  the  issuance  of 
new  licenses  shall  apply  to  and  govern 
SBA’s  approval  of  any  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol  over  a  Licensee : 

(a)  All  provisions  of  S  107.102(d)  (ex¬ 
cept  subparagraph  (6)  thereof  requiring 
demonstration  of  a  need  for  SBI(3  serv¬ 
ices  in  Licensee’s  operating  area) ,  if  less 
than  50  percent  of  its  paid-in  capital 
and  paid-in  surplus  from  private  sources 
has  been  invested  in  small  business  con¬ 
cerns  at  the  time  application  for  ap¬ 
proval  is  made. 

(b)  Sections  107.102(d)(3)  (inde¬ 
pendent  Board  members),  107.102(d)(4) 
(diversity  of  ownership),  107.102(d)(5) 
(office),  and  107.102(d)  (10)  (borrowed 
fimds) ,  if  50  or  more  percent  of  its  paid- 
in  capital  and  paid-in  surplus  from  pri¬ 
vate  sources  has  been  Invested  in  small 
business  concerns  at  the  time  application 
for  approval  is  made. 

(ii)  Disclosure  requirements.  All 
SBA  approvals  required  under  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (c)(1)  and  (c)(4)  of  this 


section  shall  be  contingent  upon  full 
disclosure  and  presentation  by  Licensee, 
and  the  other  parties  concerned,  of  in¬ 
formation  identifying  the  real  parties  in 
interest,  describing  the  source  of  the 
funds  used  to  effectuate  the  transaction, 
and  setting  forth  such  other  data  as 
SBA  may  request  concerning  the  facts, 
events  and  circumstances  involved.  SBA 
approval  itiiall  be  subject  to  such  condi¬ 
tions  as  it  may  determine  are  reasonable 
imder  the  circumstances. 

(d)  Reporting  transactions  involving 
possible  transfer  of  control:  (1)  The  Li¬ 
censee  through  its  president  or  'chief 
executive  officer  shall,  upon  obtaining 
knowledge  thereof,  promptly  report  to 
SBA  the  relevant  facts  pertaining  to  any 
transaction  or  event  which  affords  rea¬ 
sonable  groimds  for  belief  that  a  trans¬ 
fer  of  control  over  such  Licensee  is  in¬ 
volved  m:  is  likely  to  occur  as  a  result 
thereof.  If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  nature  or  extent  of  a  partic- 
\ilar  transaction  or  event  is  such  as  to 
involve  or  result  in  a  change  of  control, 
such  doubt  shall  be  resolved  in  favor  of 
reporting  the  facts  to  SBA. 

(2)  Where  the  transaction  or  event 
involves  a  change  in  stock  ownership, 
such  report  shall  set  forth  the  following 
information  (together  with  copies  of  any 
agreements  or  other  relevant  documen¬ 
tary  material)  to  the  extent  that  it  is 
known  to  the  person  making  the  report: 

(1)  Number  of  shares  involved; 

(ii)  Names  and  addresses  of  the  sellers 
(or  transferors) ; 

(iii)  Names  and  addresses  of  the  pur¬ 
chasers  (or  transferees) ; 

(iv)  Names  and  addresses  of  the  bene¬ 
ficial  owners  if  the  shares  are  (or  are  to 
be)  registered  in  other  names; 

(v)  Beneficial  owners  immediately 
prior  to  the  transaction; 

(vi)  Purchase  price; 

(vii)  Total  niimber  of  shares  owned 
by  the  sellers  (or  transferors)  and  the 
purchasers  (or  transferees) ;  and 

(viil)  Such  other  data  as  may  be  avail¬ 
able  to  inform  SBA  of  the  effect  of  the 
transaction  upon  control  over  the 
Licensee. 


§  107.726  Changes  in  licensee's  activi. 
ties  not  necessarily  involving  transfer 
of  contrcd. 

(a)  Prior  approved:  Change  of  name, 
address,  operating  area,  charter,  by-laws, 
financing  plans,  investment  policy,  etc. 
Unless  prior  written  approval  of  SBA 
is  obtained,  it  shall  be  unlawful  to  effec¬ 
tuate  (1)  any  change  in  by-laws  or  paid- 
in  capital  and  paid-in  surplus  which 
is  likely  to  result  in  change  of  con¬ 
trol,  or  (2)  any  change  in  Licensee’s 
name,  address  of  its  principal  office, 
operating  area,  charter,  number  of  di¬ 
rectors,  financing  plans  or  investment 
policy.  Application  for  approval  shall 
be  filed  as  a  proposed  post-licensing 
amendment. 

(b)  Semi-annual  reporting:  Other 
changes.  Change  of  directors  and  other 
changes  made  with  respect  to  Licensee’s 
affairs,  as  set  forth  in  response  to  Items 
listed  in  Proposal  Form  414  and/or  Li- 
sense  Application  Form  415,  not  covered 
by  §  107.725  or  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  shall  be  reported  to  SBA  as  post- 
licensiiig  amendments.  Such  report  may 
be  filed  conciurently  with  the  happen¬ 
ing  of  the  events  described,  or  not  later 
than  the  date  of  Licensee’s  next  required 
regular  financial  report  to  SBA.  All 
changes  shall  be  subject  to  SBA  post¬ 
approval  as  a  condition  for  the  continu¬ 
ance  of  the  license. 

(c)  Disclosure  requirements.  SBA 
approval  shall  be  contingent  upon  full 
disclosure  of  all  relevant  facts  required 
by  SBA  and  shall  be  subject  to  such 
conditions  as  SBA  may  determine  are 
reasonable  under  the  circumstances. 

(d)  SBA  approval  deemed  after  60 
days.  Proposed  post-licensing  amend¬ 
ments  filed  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
approved  imless  Licensee  is  notified  to 
the  contrary  by  SBA  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  receipt  of  its  application  or 
report. 

Dated:  August  2,  1965. 

Eugenk  P.  Foley, 
Administrator. 

[PJt.  Doc.  65-6351;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1966; 

8:46  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

(TD.  56458] 

LOUIS  DREYFUS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Qualification  as  Citizen  of 
the  United  States 

August  4,  1965. 

This  is  to  give  notice  that  pursuant 
to  section  3.21.  Customs  Regulations,  is¬ 
sued  under  the  provisions  of  section  27A 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1920,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2, 1958 
(46  U.S.C.  883-1),  the  Louis  E>re3rfus 
Corp.  of  26  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y., 
10004,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  did  on  April  20,  1965, 
file  with  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
in  duplicate,  an  oath  for  qualification  of 
a  corporation  as  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  following  the  form  of  oath  pre¬ 
scribed  in  customs  Form  1260. 

The  oath  shows  that: 

(a)  A  majority  of  the  ofificers  and  di- 
I  rectors  of  the  corporation  are  citizens 
I  of  the  United  States  (list  of  names,  home 

addresses,  and  citizenship  attached  to  the 
oath) ; 

(b)  Not  less  than  90  percent  of  the 
employees  of  the  corporation  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  United  States; 

(c)  The  corporation  is  engaged  pri¬ 
marily  in  a  manufacturing  or  mineral  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  UiUted  States,  or  in  a  Ter¬ 
ritory,  District,  or  possession  thereof; 

(d)  The  aggregate  book  value  of  the 
vessels  owned  by  the  corporation  does  not 
exceed  10  percent  of  the  aggregate  book 
value  of  the  assets  of  the  corporation; 
and 

(e)  The  corporation  purchases  or  pro¬ 
duces  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
'or  possessions  not  less  than  75  percent 
of  the  raw  materials  used  or  sold  in  its 
operations. 

The  Commissioner  of  Customs,  having 
found  this  oath  to  be  in  compliance  with 
the  law  and  regulations,  on  August  3, 
1965,  issued  to  the  Louis  Dreyfus  Corp. 
a  certificate  of  compliance  on  customs 
Form  1262  as  provided  in  S  3.21(1)  of  the 
regulations.  The  certificate  and  any  au¬ 
thorization  granted  thereunder  will  ex¬ 
pire  three  years  from  the  date  thereof 
unless  there  first  occurs  a  change  in  the 
corporate  status  requiring  a  report  under 
I  3.21(h)  of  the  regulations. 
isEALl  Lestez  D.  Johnson, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 
[F.R.  Doc.  65-8385;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:47  ajn  ] 


ITJ>.  56459] 

fluorspar  imported  in  railroad 

CARS 

Change  in  Method  of  Sampling  for 
Analysis 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
general  headnote  12,  Tariff  Schedules  of 


Notices 


the  United  States  (19  UB.C.  1202)  .the 
following^  method  of  sampling  for  analy¬ 
sis  of  fluorspar  Imported  in  multiple  car 
railroad  shipments  from  one  consignor 
to  one  consignee  is  hereby  prescribed. 

When  a  consignment  of  fluorspar,  con¬ 
sisting  of  two  or  more  cars  in  a  railroad 
train,  is  shipped  from  one  consignor  to 
one  consignee,  samples  shall  be  taken 
from  each  car  of  the  multiple  car  ship¬ 
ment.  The  samples  shall  be  composited 
in  proportion  to  the  weight  of  fluorspar 
ore  contained  In  each  car,  to  arrive  at  a 
final  sample  the  chemical  composition  of 
which,  as  determined  by  laboratory  tests, 
shall  be  used  to  classify  the  contents  of 
all  the  cars  in  the  multiple  car  shipment 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States  (19  UB.C. 
1202). 

Notices  of  the  proposal  to  change  the 
method  of  sampling  for  analysis  of 
fluorspar  imported  in  multiple  car  rail¬ 
way  shipments  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  6,  1965  (30 
Fit.  2952),  and  May  27.  1965  (30  FH. 
7108),  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UB.C. 
1003).  No  objections  to  the  proposals 
were  received. 

This  rule  shall  be  effective  as  to  en¬ 
tries  made  on  and  after  the  31st  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  of  its  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  August  3, 1965. 

James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

{FJt.  Doc.  65-8386;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


Coast  Guard 

(COFR  65-36] 

JAMES  RIVER 

Closure  to  Navigation  During  Launch¬ 
ing  of  the  George  Washington 
Carver 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
as  Commandant,  UB.  Coast  Guard,  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  120  dated 
July  31.  1950  (15  FH.  6521)  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10173,  as  amended  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders  10277  and  10352,  I  hereby 
affirm  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  the  order  of  O.  C.  Rohnke,  Rear 
Admiral,  UJ3.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 
Fifth  Coast  Guard  District,  who  has  ex¬ 
ercised  authority  as  District  Commander, 
such  order  reading  as  follows: 

Special  Nones  Jambs  Riveb 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  n  of  the 
Espionage  Act  of  June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  230), 
as  amended  and  Executive  Order  10173,  as 
amended,  I  declare  that  from  9:45  am.. 
e.d.t.  until  12:30  p.  m.,  e.d.t.  on  Saturday, 
August  14,  1965  the  foUowlng  area  Is  a  pro¬ 
hibited  area  and  I  coxier  that  It  be  closed  to 


any  person  or  vessel  due  to  the  launching  of 
“Oeorge  Washington  Carver  (SSB(N)656)”: 

The  water  of  the  James  River,  Norfolk- 
Newport  News  Harbor,  Va.,  within  the  coor¬ 
dinates  of  latitudes  36*59'34"  N.,  longitude 
76°26'53"  W.  at  the  shoreline  of  Newport 
News,  thence  southwesterly  500  yards  to  lat¬ 
itude  36*59'27"  N.,  longitude  .76''27'10"  W., 
thence  southeasterly  to  latitude  36‘’58'43" 
N.,  longitude  76‘’26'41"  W.,  thence  easterly  to 
Newport  News  Shipbuilding  Co.  Pier  8  Light 
(USCO  Light  List  No.  2786A) . 

No  person  or  vessel  may  remain  In  or  enter 
this  prohibited  area. 

The  Captain  of  the  Port,  Norfolk-Newport 
News  Area,  Va.,  shall  enforce  this  order. 

The  Captain  of  the  Port  may  be  assisted  by 
employees  and  facilities  of  any  state  or  po¬ 
litical  subdivision  thereof  or  any  Federal 
Agency. 

For  violation  of  this  order  Title  n  of  the 
Espionage  Act  of  Jime  15, 1917  (40  Stat.  220) . 
as  amended,  provides: 

"If  any  owner,  agent,  master,  officer,  or 
person  In  charge,  or  any  member  of  the  crew 
of  any  such  vessel  falls  to  comply  with  any 
regulation  or  rule  Issued  or  order  given  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  obstructs  or 
Interferes  with  the  exercise  of  any  power  ebn- 
ferred  by  this  title,  the  vessel,  together  with 
her  tackle,  apparel,  furniture,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  shall  be  subject  to  seizure  and  for¬ 
feiture  to  the  United  States  In  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  merchandise  Is  forfeited  for  violation 
of  the  customs  revenue  laws;  and  the  per¬ 
son  guilty  of  such  failure,  obstruction,  or 
Interference  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$10,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  two 
years,  or  both." 

"If  any  other  person  knowingly  falls  to 
comply  with  any  regulation  or  rule  Issued  or 
order  given  imder  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
or  knowingly  obstructs  or  Interferes  with  the 
exercise  of  any  power  conferred  by  this  title, 
he  shall  be  pimlshed  by  Imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  ten  years  and  may,  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  court,  be  fined  not  more  than 
$10,000." 

Dated:  August  2, 1965. 

[seal]  E.  J.  Roland, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

Commandant. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-8388;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Dept.  Clrc.  570,  1964  Rev.  Supp.  No.  22] 

WABASH  FIRE  AND  CASUALTY 
INSURANCE  CO. 

Expiration  of  Authority  To  Qualify  as 
Surety  on  Federal  Bonds 

August  4.  1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Wabash 
Fire  &  Casualty  Insurance  Co.,  Indianap¬ 
olis.  Ind.,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  Congress,  approved  July  30,  1947  (6 
U.S.C.  6-13),  to  qualify  as  sole  surety  of 
recognizances,  stipulations,  bonds  and 
undertakings  permitted  or  required  by 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  which  had 
been  extended  to  July  31,  1965,  wfil  not 
be  renewed. 


9961 


9962 


NOTICES 


Bond-approving  officers  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should,  in  instances  where  such 
action  is  necessary,  secme  new  bonds 
with  acceptable  sureties  in  lieu  of  bonds 
executed  by  the  Wabash  Fire  &  Casualty 
Insiu^nce  Co. 

[SEAL]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  6&-8387,  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Arizona  028] 

ABIZONA 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Segregative 
Effect  on  Lands  Within  Relinquished 
Airport  Lease 

AncTTST  3,  1965. 

The  segregative  effect  imposed  by  43 
CFR  2235,  Airport  Lease  Arlztma  028,  will 
terminate  at  10  ajn.,  on  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  land  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  is: 

Gila  and  Salt  Bivis  Meridian,  Ariz. 

T.  39  N.,  R.  6  £., 

Sec.  33,  NViNE^SE^,  SW^NE^SEV4. 
SEV4NW^SE^,  NV^SW%SEV4,  and 

SE^SE^SE^NE^,  lees  VS.  Highway 
Right-Of-Way  of  (1)  one  acre,  more  or 

Sec.  ’  34,  NW%NW%NWV4SW>4  and 

SW%SW%SW?4NWi4, 

The  area  described  aggregates  approxi¬ 
mately  66.50  acres  of  public  land. 

On  date  and  time  shown  above,  the 
land  shall  become  subject  to  application, 
petition,  location,  and  selection,  gener¬ 
ally,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Of¬ 
fice,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3022 
Federal  Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  85025. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 
State  Director. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-8366;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:46  am.] 


[FalrbanRs  034682] 

ALASKA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

August  3,  1965. 

The  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  has  filed 
an  application.  Serial  Number  Fairbanks 
034682,  for  withdrawal  of  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  below,  from  all  forms  of  appro¬ 
priation  imder  the  public  land  laws,  in¬ 
cluding  the  mining  laws,  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws,  grazing  laws,  and  disposal  of 
materials  under  the  Material  Act  of  1947, 
as  amended.  The  applicant  desires  the 
land  for  establishment  of  a  native  school 
reserve  under  the  Act  of  May  31,  1938 
(52  Stat.  593;  48  UB.C.  353a). 

For  a  period  of  30  days  fn»n  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 


their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior.  Fair¬ 
banks  District  and  Land  Office,  Poet 
Office  Box  1150,  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  Investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mand  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s.  to  eliminate  lands  needed  tor 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  and  to  reach  agreement  on  the 
concurrent  management  of  the  lands 
and  their  resoiHces. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  cmi- 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

’The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

OscARviLLE,  Alaska 


Beginning  at  corner  No.  1  from  which 
UBliM.  4239  bears  N.  32°30'  E.,  1.10 
chains; 

Thence  N.  83*25'  W.,  5.00  chains  to  comer 
No.  2; 

Thence  N.  6°S5'  E.,  7.76  chains  to  comer 
No.  3,  a  point  on  the  shore  oi  Oscarvllle 
Slough; 

Thence  following  the  meander  line  of  the 
slough  S.  64*09'  E.  a  distance  of  6.80 
chains  to  comer  No.  4;  (From  which  cor¬ 
ner,  meander  comer  No.  3  of  ITB.  Survey 
No.  4239,  Alaska  bears  S.  83*28'  E.  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  6.25  chains) ; 

Thence  S.  6*35'  W.,  6.01  chains  to  comer 
No.  1  and  the  point  of  beginning. 

"what  wUl  be  when  surveyed’’ 

Lot  1,  UJ8.  Survey  4239,  Alaska. 


The  area  described  aggregates  3.45 
acres. 


Robert  Hilton, 
Acting  Manager,  Fairbanks 
District  and  Land  Office. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-8390;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[ES-0116] 

MICHIGAN 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 
August  4, 1965. 

Saginaw  County.  Mich.:  Hie  supple¬ 
mental  plat  (ff  survey  of  the  land  de¬ 
scribed  below,  accepted  on  June  28, 1966, 
will  be  officially  filed  in  this  office  ef¬ 
fective  at  10  sum.,  on  Septraiber  7,  1965: 
Michioan  Meridian,  Mich. 

T.  12  N..  R.  3  E.. 

Sec.  3,  lot  5. 

Containing  0.06  acre. 


’The  land  is  upland  in  character  within 
the  meaning  of  the  swamp  land  acts. 

Hie  Attorney  General,  State  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  has  indicated  a  need  for  the  land 
the  State  Highway  Commission. 

Hie  land  will  be  opened  to  amilication 
imder  the  public  land  laws,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  an^cable  laws,  inclucUng  the 
classification  of  the  land  in  the  public 
interest.  Any  application  filed  will  be 
considered  on  its  merits.  ’Hie  land  will 
not  be  subject  to  occui>ancy  or  disposi¬ 
tion  until  it  has  been  classified. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  land  should 
be  sent  to  the  Manager.  Eastern  States 
Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Washington.  D.C.,  20240. 

Harold  E.  Waldo, 
Acting  Manager,  Land  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8391;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


(Arizona  031303] 

ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Segregative 
Effect  on  Lands  Within  Canceled 
Airport  Lease 

August  4, 1965. 

Hie  segregative  effect  imposed  by  43 
CFR  2235,  Airport  Lease  Arlrona  031303, 
will  terminate  at  10  ajn.  on  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

’Hie  land  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  is: 

OiLA  AMD  Salt  Rivzr  Meridian.  Ariz. 

T.  1  N..  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  4,  NV^NV^S^. 

Hie  area  described  aggregates  approxi¬ 
mately  80.00  acres  of  public  land. 

On  date  and  time  shown  above,  the 
land  shall  become  subject  to  application, 
petition,  location,  and  selection,  gener¬ 
ally,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3022  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  85025. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 
State  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8395;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 

HUMANELY  SLAUGHTERED 
LIVESTOCK 

Identification  of  Carcasses;  Changes 
in  List  of  Establishments 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
August  27.  1958  (7  UB.C.  1904) .  and  the 
statement  of  policy  thereimder  in  9  CFR 
381.1,  the  list  (30  FJl.  8908)  of  establish¬ 
ments  which  are  operated  imder  Federal 
Inspection  pursuant  to  the  Meat  Inspec¬ 
tion  Act  (21  UJ3.C.  71  et  seq.)  and  which 
use  humane  methods  of  slaughter  and 
incidental  handling  of  livestock  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9963 


Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 


The  reference  to  calves  and  sheep  with 
respect  to  Pocomoke  Provision  Co.,  estab¬ 
lishment  39,  Is  deleted.  The  reference  to 
sheep  with  respect  to  Silver  FaUs  Pack¬ 
ing  Co..  Inc.,  establishment  153,  is  de¬ 
leted.  The  reference  to  sheep  with 
respect  to  Purnell’s  Packing  Co.,  estab¬ 
lishment  738,  Is  deleted.  The  reference 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  60-58] 

OKLAHOMA  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 
Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  no  request  for 
a  formal  hearing  having  been  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  of  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  action  in  the  Pucrai.  Register  on 
February  17,  1965,  30  PJl.  2162,  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  5  to  Pacillty  License 
No.  R-22.  'The  license  amendment,  in 
accordance  with  the  application  dated 
June  15. 1964  and  the  amendment  thereto 
dated  October  27.  1664,  authorizes  Okla¬ 
homa  State  University  to  operate  its 
nuclear  reactor.  Model  AaN-201,  Serial 
No.  102  at  the  new  location  in  the  Engi¬ 
neering  Building  on  the  University’s 
campus  at  Stillwater.  Okla. 

The  license  amendment,  as  issued.  Is 
substantially  in  the  form  published  in 
the  notice  of  proposed  action  except  that 
the  findings  have  been  Incorporated  in 
the  license  amendment. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  3d  day 
of  August  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Doan, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reextor  Licensing. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-8349;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Docket  No.  27-39] 

CALIFORNIA  NUCLEAR,  INC. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of  By¬ 
product,  Source  and  Special  Nu¬ 
clear  Material  License  Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  is  Considering  the 


to  Acee’s  Meat  Co..  Inc.,  establiabment 
809,  and  the  refermice  to  cattle  and  calves 
with  respect  to  such  establishment  are 
deleted. 

The  following  table  lists  additional 
species  at  previously  listed  establish¬ 
ments  that  have  been  reported  as  being 
slaughtered  and  handled  humanely: 


issuance  of  Amendment  No.  2,  set  forth 
below,  to  License  No.  13-10042-1  which 
authorizes  California  Nuclear,  Inc.,  to 
receive,  process,  repackage,  and  store  by¬ 
product,  source  and  special  nuclear  ma¬ 
terial  at  a  site  located  in  Benton  County, 
Wash.  The  amendment  would  authorize 
the  burial  of  radioactive  waste  material 
at  the  Benton  County,  Wash.,  site. 

Section  20.302  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  “Standards  for  Protection 
Against  Radiation,’’  10  CFR  Part  20.  pro¬ 
vides  that  persons  engaging  in  land 
burial  of  radioactive  wastes  received 
from  other  persons  must  do  so  on  land 
owned  by  the  Federal  Government  or  by 
a  State  government.  The  purpose  of 
this  provision  is  to  assure  the  necessary 
long-term  control  of  such  land  in  the 
event  a  licensee  is  unable,  for  any  rea¬ 
son.  to  maintain  the  operation.  The 
proposed  land  burial  site  is  on  land  leased 
by  the  State  of  Washington  from  the 
U.S.  Government.  California  Nuclear, 
Inc.,  will  operate  the  burial  ground  under 
a  sublease  from  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton.  ’The  State  of  Washington  has  as¬ 
sured  the  Commission  that  in  the  event 
of  any  default  by  the  Ucensee  in  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  license,  spe¬ 
cifically  including  abandonment,  the 
State  will  assume  responsibility  to  as¬ 
sure  that  all  radioactive  wastes  are  buried 
and  the  site  is  safely  maintained  for  the 
term  of  its  lease  with  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment. 

The  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington  has  passed  legislation  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  assumption  of  responsibility  by 
the  State,  should  this  become  necessary. 

Within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  the  applicant  may  file  a  request  for 
a  hearing,  and  any  person  whose  Interest 
may  be  affected  by  this  proceeding  may 
file  a  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene.  Re¬ 
quests  for  a  hearing  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  shall  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  (10  CIFR 


Part  2).  If  a  request  for  a  hearing  or 
a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  prescribed  in  this  no¬ 
tice,  tile  Commission  will  issue  a  notice 
of  hearing  or  an  appropriate  order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
amendment  see:  (1)  The  application  and 
amendments  thereto  and  (2)  the  related 
memorandum  prepared  by  the  Division 
of  Materials  Licensing,  all  of  which  are 
available  for  public  inaction  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A 
copy  of  Item  2  above  may  be  obtained  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  or  upon  request  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.. 
90545,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Materials  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  August  4, 
1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

J.  A.  McBride, 
Director,  Division 
of  Materials  Licensing. 

[License  No.  13-10042-1;  Arndt.  2] 

TUe  AUanlc  Energy  Ccanmission  having 
found  that; 

A.  The  applicant’s  equipment,  faculties 
and  procedures  are  adequate  to  protect  health 
and  minlmlae  danger  to  life  or  property. 

B.  The  applicant  Is  qualified  by  training 
and  experience  to  conduct  the  proposed  land 
burial  operation  in  such  manner  as  «o  pro¬ 
tect  health  and  minimize  danger  to  life  or 
property. 

C.  The  application  dated  August  18,  1964, 
and  amendments  thereto  dated  August  28, 

1964,  Septfflnber  18,  1964,  and  February  3, 

1965,  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and 
Title  10.  Code  cf  Federal  Regulations. 
Chapter  1,  and  is  for  a  purpose  authorized 
by  that  act,  and 

D.  The  issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the 
license  authorizing  the  burial  of  radlocu;tlve 
wastes  at  the  proposed  site  will  not  be 
Inimical  to  the  ccunmon  defense  and  security 
or  the  health  and  safety  of  the  pubUc. 

License  No.  13-10042-1  is  amended  as 
follows: 

The  following condlticms  are  added; 

8.  Byproduct,  source,  and  special  nuclear 
material  may  be  disposed  of  by  burial  at  a 
site  located  in  the  southeast  (XMner  of  Sec¬ 
tion  9,  Township  12,  NOTth  Range  26,  EWM, 
Benton  (^unty.  Wash.,  in  accordance  with 
procedures  and  limitations  set  forth  in  the 
appUcatlon  dated  August  18,  1964,  and 
amendments  thereto  dated  August  28,  1964, 
September  18,  1964,  and  February  3,  1965. 

9.  The  licensee  shall  dispose  of  byproduct, 
source,  and  special  nuclear  material  within 
6  months  from  the  date  of  receipt. 

10.  Should  any  water  sample  obtained  from 
the  test  well  reveal  an  increase  in  the  con¬ 
centrations  of  radiocu:tive  material  deter¬ 
mined  prior  to  commencement  of  burial  op¬ 
erations,  the  licensee  shall  perform  fxirther 
surveys  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
increase  Is  due  to  the  land  burial  operations. 
Should  the  radioactivity  be  determined  to 
originate  in  the  burial  ground,  the  licensee 
shall  notify  the  Director,  Division  of  Ma¬ 
terials  Licensing  within  thirty  (30)  days  of 
such  findings. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md., 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Director,  Division  of 
Materials  Licensing. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-8419;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


Name  of  estabUshmeot 

Estimated  No. 

Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Ooats 

Swine 

Horses 

1ft 

(•) 

(•) 

333 

aoA  . 

04  . 

m 

(•) 

iftft 

(•) 

400  . 

8 

(•) 

All  > 

A40 

Au.stin  Community  LivesUxdc  ProoeMon, 

Jion  _ 

(•) 

(•) 

(•) 

Alft 

(•) 

(•) 

Ml  _ 

MU 

_ 

(•) 

fUW 

8 

Joe  Doctorman  A  Son  Packing  Co.,  Inc... 

040 

(•) 

8 

OAO 

Species  Add^:  21. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th  day  of  August  1965. 

R.  K.  Somers, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Consumer  and  Marketing  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.  65-8377;  FUed,  Aug.  9, 1965;  8:47  a  m.] 


9964 


NOTICES 


Civil  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  1635S;  Order  £-23509] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofiBce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  4th  day  of  August  1965. 

Pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  there  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  an  agreement  between  various  air 
carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other 
carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  (Conference  1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA),  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific 
commodity  rates. 

The  agreement,  adopted  piusuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  lATA  Memoranda  as  set 
forth  in  the  attachment  hereto,  (1) 
names  a  rate  under  a  new  commodity 
description,  and  (2)  names  additional 
specific  commodity  rates  for  existing 
commodity  descriptions.*  The  proposed 
rates  offer  reductions  ranging  from  18.2 
to  56.9  percent  of  the  otherwise  appli¬ 
cable  rates  and  are  consistent  with  pres¬ 
ent  specific  commodity  rates  within  this 
area. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102,  204(a).  and  412  of  the  Act, 
does  not  find  the  subject  agreement  to  be 
adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act,  provided  that  approval 
thereof  is  conditioned  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  CAB  17666,  R-125  through  R-131, 
be  approved  provided  that  such  approval 
shall  not  constitute  approval  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  ccmimodity  descriptions  contained 
therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  an  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with  the 
Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board  may, 
upon  consideration  of  any  such  state¬ 
ments  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its  action 
herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fid- 
ERAL  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-8400;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1966; 
8:49  ajn.] 


*  Filed  ae  part  of  original  document. 


cnia  SERVICE  commission 

PHARMACOLOGY  SERIES 

Minimum  Educational  Requirements 

In  accordance  with  section  S  of  the 
Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as 
amended,  the  (Tlvil  Service  Comml^on 
has  decided  that  previously  approved 
minimum  educational  requirements  for 
positions  in  the  Pharmacology  Series, 
QS-405,  should  be  superseded  by  revised 
requirements.  Identification  of  the  su¬ 
perseded  requirements,  the  duties  of  the 
positions,  and  the  reasons  for  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  decision  that  these  require¬ 
ments  are  necessary  are  set  forth  below. 

The  Pharmacology  Series,  GS-405 

(ALL  GRADES) 

Superseded  requirements.  The  follow¬ 
ing  material  supersedes  that  previously 
appearing  in  5  CT’R  24.143  (published 
originally  in  24  FJv.  2475,  March  31, 
1959). 

Minimum  educational  requirements. 
Applicants  for  these  positions  must  have 
successfully  c(»npleted  a  full  4-year  or 
longer  course  of  study  in  an  accredited 
college  or  university  leading  to  a  bache¬ 
lor’s  or  higher  degree,  with  major  stu^ 
in  an  appropriate  discipline  or  field 
of  the  biological,  medical,  veterinary,  or 
physical  sciences,  or  in  pharmacy.  ’This 
total  course  of  study  must  have  included 
at  least  30  semester  hours  in  chemistry 
and  physiology  and  12  semester  hours  in 
pharmacology.  The  nature  and  quality 
of  this  required  course-work  must  have 
been  such  that  it  would  serve  as  a  pre¬ 
requisite  for  more  advanced  study  in  the 
field  or  subject-matter  area  of  science 
to  which  it  pertains. 

Duties.  Pharmacologists  perform  sci¬ 
entific  work  that  is  concerned  with  the 
study,  investigation,  and  development  of 
drugs,  toxic  substances,  and  related 
chemicals,  their  source,  chemical  and 
physical  properties,  pharmacological  ac¬ 
tion,  absorption,  distribution,  metabol¬ 
ism,  excretion,  and  use,  and  their  safety, 
potency,  purity,  and  efficacy.  This  work 
is  performed  in  connection  with  the  in¬ 
vestigation  and  development  of  new 
drugs  or  useful  chemical  compounds  that 
have  significance  In  the  field  of  pharma¬ 
cology  (including  the  investigation  of  the 
modes  and  mechanics  of  action) ;  the 
testing  suid  evaluation  of  drugs  or  toxic 
agents  to  determine  whether  they  meet 
standards  set  for  purity,  safety,  and 
potency;  the  review  suid  evaluation  of 
pharmacological  and  toxicological  data 
to  determine  whether  a  drug  or  product 
meets  approved  standards  for  purity, 
safety,  potency,  or  labeling;  or  the  sup¬ 
port  of  research  and  training  in  pharma¬ 
cology  through  grants,  awards  and 
contracts.  The  work  requires  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  advanced  scientific  knowledge 
in  organic  chemistry,  biochemistry,  phys¬ 
iology,  and  pharmacology,  and  the  abil¬ 
ity  to  apply  a  knowledge  of  a  full  range 
of  scientific  methods,  procedures,  and 


techniques  used  to  evaluate  the  action  of 
chemical  and  related  substances  on  biol¬ 
ogical  systems  and  their  components. 

Reasons  for  establishing  requirements. 
In  order  to  perform  their  work  properly, 
pharmacologists  must  have  a  sound 
knowledge  of  the  fundamental  phys¬ 
ical  and  biological'  sciences,  and  be 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  principles 
of  chemistry,  physiology,  and  i^arma- 
cology  that  apply  to  the  work.  They 
must  also  understand,  and  be  able  to 
apply,  the  scientific  methods,  procedures, 
and  t^hniques  used  to  evaluate  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  chemicals  and  related  substances 
on  living  organisms,  the  reaction  of  dif¬ 
ferent  biological  systems  and  their  com¬ 
ponents  to  these  substances,  and  the 
pharmacological  and  toxicological  sig¬ 
nificance  of  the  materials  themselves. 
’The  duties  of  these  positions  are  most 
demanding  in  this  respect.  Scientific 
training  of  this  nature  can  only  be  ac¬ 
quired  at  accredited  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities  that  have  appropriate  facilities 
and  a  staff  of  trained  instructors  that 
can  give  this  type  of  training  and  eva¬ 
luate  the  student’s  progress  in  the  various 
seientific  subjects  properly. 

Training  in  pharmacology,  of  the  type 
and  quality  necessary  in  order  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  these  positions,  in¬ 
cluding  instruction  in  the  use  of  the 
specific  scientific  methods,  procedures, 
and  techniques  that  are  applied  in  the 
work.  Is  generally  acquired  at  the  grad¬ 
uate  level,  and  after  the  student  has 
prepared  himself  in  an  appropriate  disci¬ 
pline  or  field  of  the  physical,  biological, 
or  medical  sciences.  An  essential  part 
of  this  training  is  designed  to  familiarize 
the  student  with  the  use  of  these  meth¬ 
ods,  procedures,  and  techniques  in 
pharmacological  research. 

The  specific  course-work  prescribed  in 
the  minimum  educational  requirements 
represents  the  minimum  amoimt  of  sci¬ 
entific  training  an  individual  must  have 
to  prepare  himself  as  a  pharmacologist. 
A  pharmacologist  caimot  perform  his 
work,  develop  properly,  or  advance  very 
far  in  his  field  without  this  specific  kind 
of  training,  for  he  must  apply  this 
knowledge  on  a  day-to-day  basis  in  per¬ 
forming  his  work. 

UinrxD  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-8346;  FUed.  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:45  ajoa.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

A.P.  MOLLER-MAERSK  LINE  AND 
KAWASAKI  KISEN  KAISHA,  LTD. 

Notice  of  Agreomont  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
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Tuesday,  August  10,  1965 

Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  IS  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
use.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  COV7  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreement  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y..  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 
(or  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Cenn- 
mission,  Warrington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Fkokbal  Rscism.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as 
indicated  hereinafter)  and  the  com¬ 
ments  should  Indicate  that  this  has  been 
done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  W.  R.  Innes,  vice  president,  Kerr  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.,  29  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y., 

10006. 

Agreement  9477,  between  AP.  MoUer- 
MaerTc  Line  (initiid  carrier)  and  Kawa¬ 
saki  Kisen  Kaisha,  Ltd.  (delivering  car¬ 
rier)  covers  the  transportation  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Ctu^o  under  through  bills  of  lading 
from  loading  ports  of  the  initial  carrier 
In  Indonesia  to  discharge  ports  of  the  de¬ 
livering  carrier  on  the  n.S.  Atlantic 
Coast  with  transhipment  at  Yokohama 
or  Kobe,  Japan  imder  terms  and  c<xidl- 
tions  set  forth  in  said  agreement. 

Dated:  August  5, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[Pll  Doc.  65-8368;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


AMERICAN  EXPORT  ISBRANDTSEN 

LINES,  INC.,  AND  DANUBE  EAST 

MEDITERRANEAN  LINE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat,  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
US.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW.. 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreement  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers.  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  Wa^ington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  ^dkral  Rigistks.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
oe  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
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agreement  (as  indicated  herdnafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agre«nent  filed  for  iq?proval 
by: 

Mr.  P.  J.  Warmsteln,  manager,  conferences 
and  tariffs,  American  Bqxirt  Isbrandtsen 
Lines,  Inc.,  26  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y., 
10004. 

Agreement  9481  covers  a  through  bill¬ 
ing  arrangonent  for  the  transportation 
of  general  cargo  under  through  bills  of 
lading  from  loading  ports  of  the  originat¬ 
ing  carrier,  Danube  East  Mediterranean 
Line  (Demline).  in  Rumania  to  United 
States  ports  of  call  of  the  second  carrier, 
American  Export  Isbrandtsen  Lines,  Inc., 
north  of  Cape  Hatteras  with  tranship¬ 
ment  at  Beirut.  Provision  is  made  for 
absorption  of  the  transhipment  expenses 
at  the  port  of  Beirut  by  the  originating 
carrier,  and  for  apportionment  of  the 
through  rates  between  the  originating 
and  second  carrier  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  stated  therein. 

Dated:  August  5,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-8369;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


ATLANTIC  PASSENGER  STEAMSHIP 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733.  75  Stat.  763.  46 
UB.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  1321  H  Street  NW.. 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreement 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573.  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  A  copy  of  any  such  statement 
should  also  be  forwarded  to  the  party 
filing  the  agreement  (as  indicated  here¬ 
inafter)  and  the  comments  should  indi¬ 
cate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  R.  M.  L.  Duffy,  secretary,  Atlantic  Pas¬ 
senger  Steamship  Oonlerence.  65  Sandgate 

Road,  Folkstone,  Kent,  England. 

Agreement  7840-61,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  Atlantic  Passenger 
Steamship  Conference,  modifies  the 
Commentary  to  Provision  7  of  Annex  1 
to  the  approved  agreement  of  the  con¬ 
ference  (7840,  as  amended) ,  which  gov¬ 


erns  all  Atlantic  passenger  traffic  carried 
by  such  lines  between  European,  Medi¬ 
terranean,  and  Black  Sea  countries; 
also  ports  of  Morocco,  Madeira,  and  the 
Azores  Islands,  on  the  one  hand,  and  all 
ports  on  the  East  Coast  of  North  America 
(United  States,  Canada,  and  Newfoimd- 
land) ,  and  UJS.  Gulf  ports,  on  the  other 
hand.  The  purpose  of  the  modification 
is  to  provide,  effective  January  1,  1966, 
that  the  present  arrangement  for  grant¬ 
ing  one  free  round-trip  passage  to  each 
party  leader  or  his  representative  who 
secures  and  conducts  a  group  of  25  or 
more  adult  passengers  sailing  at  the  re¬ 
duced  round-trip  fare  of  25  percent 
from  the  one-way  cabin  and  tourist  rates 
(and  where  applicable  in  the  tariff  to 
one  class)  in  the  low  season,  and  subject 
to  certain  conditions  set  forth  therein, 
shall  apply  to  party  leaders  or  their 
representatives  who  secure  and  conduct 
shnilar  grroiips  of  passengers  of  all 
classes. 

Dated:  August  5,  1965. 

By  ord«:  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-8370;  Filed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


CLAN  LINE  STEAMERS,  lVd.,  AND 
LYRES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreemoit  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJ3.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H' Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  Inspect  agreement  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco.  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agrreement  including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
10  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as 
indicated  hereinafter)  and  the  comments 
should  Indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by; 

Mr.  W.  H.  Hagan,  Jr.,  Lykea  Bros.  Steamship 

Oo.,  Inc.,  821  Qravler  Street,  New  Orleans. 

La. 

Agreement  9479,  between  Clan  Line 
Steamers  Limited  and  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  establishes  a  through 
bill  arrangement  for  movement  of  cargo 
from  ports  in  Malagasy,  Mauritius,  Re¬ 
union  and  the  Comore  Islands  to  U.S. 
Gulf  ports  with  transhipment  at  South 
and  East  African  ports  (Cape  Town — 
Mombasa  both  inclusive) ,  in  accordance 
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with  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in 
said  agreement. 

Dated:  August  5. 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

(PJl.  Doc.  65-8371:  Piled,  Aug.  9,  1966; 
8:47  ajn.] 


TRANS  PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreement  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y..  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  D.  Dick,  acting  cbalrman/secretary, 
Trans  Pacific  Freight  Conlerence,  P&O 
Building,  17th  Floor,  Des  VoeuE  Road  Cen¬ 
tral,  Hong  Kong,  B.C.C. 

Agreement  No.  14-22  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Trans  Pacific 
Freight  Conference  of  Japan  supersedes 
previously  filed  Agreements  14-20  and 
14-21.  The  punxise  of  this  modification 
is  to  restate  and  rearrange  the  terms  of 
the  basic  conference  agreement,  to  in¬ 
clude  Macau  as  a  port  of  origin,  to 
establish  a  self-policing  system,  and  to 
bring  the  admissions,  withdrawals  and 
expulsions  provisions  of  the  agreement 
into  consonance  with  the  Commission’s 
General  Order  No.  9. 

Notice  of  the  filing  of  the  superseded 
agreements  covering  these  same  changes 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  11,  1964  and  January  25,  1964, 
respectively. 

Dated:  August  5.  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FK.  Doc.  65-8372;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


CITY  OF  LONG  BEACH  BOARD  OF 
HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS  AND 
SEA-LAND  OF  CALIFORNIA,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washin^n,  D.C., 
20573,  within  15  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicate  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by 

city  of  Long  Beach,  Harbor  Administration 
BuUdlng,  Post  Office  Box  570,  Long  Beach, 
Calif.,  90801. 

Agreement  No.  T-4-A,  a  terminal  lease 
agreement  between  the  city  of  Long 
Beach  Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners 
and  Sea-Land  of  California,  Inc.,  has 
been  filed  with  the  Commission.  The 
agreement  provides  for  the  exclusive  use 
of  certain  terminal  property  and  facili¬ 
ties  in  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  at  a  fixed 
monthly  rental.  The  agreement  is  iden¬ 
tical  in  all  respects  to  the  agreement 
approved  by  the  Commission  by  Order 
of  Jime  18,  1965,  in  Docket  No.  1128, 
except  for  the  provision  that  it  will  be 
executed  by  the  city  of  Long  Beach  pur¬ 
suant  to  order  of  the  Board  of  Harbor 
Commissioners  on  August  19,  1965. 

Dated:  August  6,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-8414;  Piled,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANCORPORATION  OF  MINNESOTA, 
INC. 

Order  Denying  Application  Under 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Bancorporation  of  Minnesota,  Inc.,  for 
approval  of  action  to  becmne  a  bank 
holding  cmnpany  through  the  acquisition 
of  voting  shares  of  Olmsted  County  Bank 
&  Trust  Co.,  Rochester,  Lake  City  State 


Bank.  Lake  City,  and  Bank  of  Minneap¬ 
olis  (t  Trust  Co.,  Minneapolis,  all  in 
Minnesota. 

There  has  ccane  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Compcmy  Act  of 
1956  (12  UB.C.  1842(a)(1))  and  section 
222.4(a)  (1)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regu¬ 
lation  Y  (12  CFR  222.4(a)(1).  an  ap¬ 
plication  by  Bancorporation  of  Minne¬ 
sota.  Inc.,  Rochester,  Minn.,  for  the 
Bocu^’s  prior  approval  of  action  whereby 
Applicant  would  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  the  acquisition  of  up 
to  100  percent  of  the  outstanding  voting 
shares  of  Olmsted  County  Bank  &  Trust 
Co.,  Rochester,  and  Lake  CTlty  State 
Bank,  Lake  City,  both  in  Minnesota,  and 
up  to  96  percent  of  the  outstanding  vot¬ 
ing  shares  of  Bank  of  Minneapolis  b 
Trust  Co.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  Board  notified  the  Minnesota  State 
Cmnmissioner  of  Banks  of  the  receipt  of 
the  i4H>lication  and  requested  his  views 
and  rec(Hnmendation.  The  Cmnmis- 
sioner  recommended  approval  of  the 
application. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  16.  1964  (29  FR.  6454) ,  which  pro¬ 
vided  an  (H>Portunity  for  the  filing  of 
cmnments  and  views  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition,  and  the  time  for  filing 
such  c<Hnments  and  views  has  expired 
and  all  comments  and  views  filed  with  the 
Board  have  been  considered  by  it. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement'  of 
this  date,  that  the  said  aiH>licatlon  be  and 
hereby  is  denied. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2d 
day  of  August  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.’ 

[SEAL]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-8350:  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
CDMMISSION 

IFUe  No.  812-1765] 

BALDWIN  SECURITIES  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order 

August  4. 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Baldwin 
Securities  Corp.  ("Baldwin”),  15  Broad 


>FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Oovemors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C..  20661,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  o<  Minneapolis.  Dissenting 
Statement  of  Governor  MltcheU  sUso  filed  as 
part  of  the  cx'lglnal  document  and  available 
upon  request. 

*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Martin, 
and  Governors  Balderston,  Robertson,  and 
Sbepcuxlson.  Voting  against  this  action: 
Governor  Mitchell.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Daane.  Governor  Malsel  did  not 
participate  In  this  action. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Tuesday^  August  10,  1965 

street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  a  Delaware 
corporation  registered  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”) 
as  a  closed-end  non-dlversifled  Invest- 
‘ment  company,  has  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Act  for 
an  order  of  Uie  Commission  exempting 
from  the  provisions  of  section  17(a)  of 
the  Act  transactions  Incident  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger  of  Its  majority-owned  sub¬ 
sidiary,  <3eneral  Industrial  Enterprises, 
Inc.  (‘‘General”),  also  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration  and  a  registered  non-diversi- 
fled  investment  company,  with  and  into 
Baldwin. 

All  Interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  application,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission,  for  a  statement  of  Bald¬ 
win’s  representations,  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

The  application  states  that  Baldwin 
presently  owns  approximately  93  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Issued  and  outstanding  cap¬ 
ital  stock  of  General.  The  five  persons 
who  constitute  the  board  of  directors  of 
Baldwin  are  also  members  of  the  board 
of  directors  of  General  consisting  of  six 
persons.  The  individual  who  Is  presi¬ 
dent  and  a  director  of  both  Baldwin  and 
General,  and  two  corporations  of  which 
he  is  a  controlling  stockholder,  and  three 
of  his  associates  owned  at  January  15, 
1965,  1,127,656  shares  (41.3  percent)  of 
the  outstanding  capital  stock  of  Bald¬ 
win.  Four  of  the  other  common  directors 
of  Baldwin  and  General  owned  in  the 
aggregate  92,082  shares  (3.4  percent)  of 
the  outstanding  stock  of  Baldwin.  Three 
of  the  common  directors  owned  an  aggre¬ 
gate  of  400  shares  (0.09  percent)  of  the 
outstanding  stock  of  General. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger  is  designed  to  effectuate 
compliance  by  Baldwin  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  12(d)  (1)  of  the  Act,  from 
the  provisions  of  which  section  Baldwin’s 
ownership  of,  and  relationship  with. 
General  have  been  temporarily  exempted 
until  August  31,  1965,  by  orders  of  the 
Oommlssion  dated  April  27,  1960,  De¬ 
cember  23,  1964,  and  June  24,  1965. 

It  is  proposed  that  General  be  merged 
into  Baldwin  pursuant  to  the  procedure 
set  forth  in  section  253  of  the  Delaware 
Corporation  Law  which  does  not  operate 
to  require  a  vote  of  General’s  stockhold¬ 
ers.  The  merger  wiu  become  effective 
upon  the  filing  and  recording  of  a  Certif¬ 
icate  of  ownership  smd  Merger  with  the 
appropriate  authorities  in  the  State  of 
Delaware.  Shareholders  of  General  have 
certain  appraisal  rights,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  262  of  the  Delaware 
Corporation  Law. 

The  terms  of  the  merger  provide  that 
each  shareholder  of  General  other  than 
Baldwin  shall  be  entitled  to  exchange 
shares  of  General  for  shares  of  Baldwin 
on  the  basis  of  the  respective  net  smset 
values  of  such  stocks  at  the  end  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  the  last  business  day  of  the 
nionth  preceding  the  date  on  which  Bald¬ 
win’s  board  of  directors  approves  the 
Merger.  The  meeting  at  which  the  mer¬ 
ger  proposal  is  to  be  (x>nsldered  by  Bald¬ 
win’s  board  of  directors  Is  to  be  held  not 
more  than  30  days  after  an  order  of  the 
Commission  exempting  the  proposed 
transaction  becomes  final. 


The  ccanputatlon  of  the  net  asset  val¬ 
ues  of  the  stocks  of  Baldwin  and  (Sen- 
era!  is  to  be  based  upon  financial  state¬ 
ments  of  the  respective  companies  as  of 
the  date  referred  to  hereinabove  pre¬ 
pared  in  accordance  with  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  accounting  principles.  ’The  assets 
of  each  company  are  to  taken  at  value 
as  defined  in  section  2(a)  (39)  (B)  of  the 
Act:  and  the  estimated  taxes  on  un¬ 
realized  luipreciation  of  each  company’s 
holdings  of  securities  (other  than  on 
-Baldwin’s  holding  of  General  .stock)  will 
be  included  In  their  respective  liabilities. 
Baldwin  has  been  advised  by  counsel  that 
under  the  applicable  proA^ions  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  the  proposed 
merger  will  be  a  tax  free  exchange  and 
that  following  the  consummation  of  the 
proposed  merger,  the  tax  basis  to  Bald¬ 
win  of  General’s  portfolio  securities  will 
be  the  same  as  their  basis  in  the  hands 
of  General. 

The  application  represents  that  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  merger  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  fair  and  do  not  involve 
overreaching  on  the  part  of  any  person 
concerned ;  that  the  proposed  merger 
is  consistent  with  the  policy  of  each 
of  the  registered  Investment  companies 
concerned,  as  recited  in  their  registra¬ 
tion  statements  and  reports  filed  imder 
the  Act;  that  Baldwin’s  statement  of 
policy  was  amended  to  adopt  various 
(rf  the  policies  of  General  at  a  meeting 
of  stockholders  held  for  that  purpose 
on  March  17,  1965;  and,  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger  is  consistent  with  the  gen¬ 
eral  ptuposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  31, 1965,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  Interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request  and  the  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted.  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  commimica- 
tlon  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Bald¬ 
win  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in  the 
case  of  an  attomey-at-law  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
as  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act. 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
upon  the  basis  of  the  information  stated 
in  said  application,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 
Issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion. 

It  is  ordered,  ’That  Baldwin  shall  send 
a  copy  of  this  notice  by  certified  mail  to 
General,  and  that  General  send  a 
copy  of  this  notice  on  or  before  August 
10,  1965  to  all  of  its  stockholders,  other 
than  Baldwin,  at  their  last  known 
addresses. 


For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(FJt.  Doc.  66-8381:  PUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[FUeNo.  1-3431] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

August  4, 1965. 

The  common  stock,  10  cents  par  value, 
of  Continental  Vending  Machine  Corp., 
being  Usted  and  registered  on  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Stock  Exchange  and  having  unlisted 
trading  privileges  on  the  Philadelphia- 
Baltimore-Washington  Stock  Exchange, 
and  the  6  percent  convertible  subordi¬ 
nated  debentures  due  September  1, 1976, 
being  listed  and  register^  on  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Stock  Exchange,  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  Ebcchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  rer 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections  15 
(c)  (5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Philadelphla-Baltimore- 
Washlngton  Stock  Exchmige  and  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1965,  through  August  14,  1965, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(FJt.  Doc.  65-8382;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[FUe  7-2462] 

WOMETCO  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 

Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor- 
•  tunity  for  Hearing 

August  4, 1965. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  the 
Philadelphia  -  Baltimore  -  Washington 
stock  exchange  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  a  certain  secvirity. 

’The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereimder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  seciudty  Is 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more  other 
national  securities  exchanges:  Wenneteo 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  File  7-2462. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
August  20, 1965  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
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whether  the  application  shall  be  set  down 
for  hearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of 
the  person  making  the  request  and  the 
p>osition  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  submit  his  views  or 
any  additional  facts  bearing  on  the  said 
application  by  means  of  a  letter  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  specifled.  If 
no  one  requests  a  hearing,  tl^  applica¬ 
tion  will  he  determined  by  order  of  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois. 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-8383:  FUed,  Avig.  9,  1966; 

8:47  ajn.] 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30 — ^Helena, 
Montana,  R^on] 

HELENA  REGIONAL  AREA 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  30,  Rocky  Mountain  Area, 
30  FJl.  2741,  as  amended  by  30  FJt. 
8080  and  30  FJR.  8426,  the  following  au¬ 
thority  is  hereby  redelegated  to  the 
specific  positions  as  indicated  herein: 

A.  Size  determinations  (.Delegated  to 
the  positions  as  indicated  below).  To 
make  initial  size  determinations  in  all 
cases  within  the  meaning  of  the  Small 
Business  Size  Stsuidards  Regulations,  as 
amended,  and  further,  to  make  product 
classification  decisions  for  financial  as¬ 
sistance  purposes  only.  Product  classi¬ 
fication  decisions  for  procurement  pur¬ 
poses  are  made  by  contracting  officers. 

B.  Eligibility  determinations  (Dele¬ 
gated  to  the  positions  as  indicated  be¬ 
low)  .  To  determine  eligibility  of  appli¬ 
cants  for  assistance  under  any  program 
of  the  Agency  in  accordance  with  Small 
Business  Administration  standards  and 
policies. 

C.  Chief.  Financial  Assistance  Division. 

1.  Item  I.A.  (Size  Determinations  for 
Financial  Assistance  only.) 

2.  Item  13.  (Eligibility  Determina¬ 
tions  for  Financial  Assistance  only.) 

3.  To  approve  the  following : 

a.  Business  and  disaster  loans  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $350,000  (SBA  share) . 

b.  Section  502  loans — direct  $50,000 
and  participation  loans  where  the  bank’s 
share  is  10  percent  or  more — $100,000. 

4.  Decline  loan  applications  in  the 
categories  described  in  Item  I.C.3.b., 
above. 

5.  To  decline  business  and  disaster 
loans  of  any  amount. 

6.  To  disburse  unsecured  disaster 
loans. 


7.  To  enter  into  business  and  disaster 
loan  participation  agreements  with 
banks. 

8.  To  execute  loan  authorizations  for 
Washington  approved  loans  and  loans 
approved  under  delegated  authority,  said 
execution  to  read  as  follows: 

By  . . 

(Name) ,  Adminstrator, 

Chief,  Financial  Assistance  Division. 

Helena  Regional  Office. 

Regional  Office. 

9.  To  cancel,  reinstate,  modify  and 
amend  authorizations  for  business  or 
disaster  loans. 

10.  To  extend  the  disbursement  period 
on  all  loan  authorizations  or  undisbursed 
portionsof  loans. 

11.  To  approve,  when  requested,  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  disbursement,  conformed  copies 
of  notes  and  other  closing  documents; 
and  certify  to  the  participating  bank 
that  such  documents  are  in  compliance 
with  the  participation  authorization. 

12.  To  approve  service  charges  by 
participatinig  bank  not  to  exceed  2  per¬ 
cent  per  anniun  on  the  outstanding  bal¬ 
ance  on  construction  loans  and  loans  in¬ 
volving  accoimts  receivable  and  inven¬ 
tory  financing. 

13.  To  take  all  necessary  actions  in 
connection  with  the  administration, 
servicing,  collection  and  liquidation  of 
all  loans  and  other  obligations  or  assets, 
including  collateral  purchased;  and  to 
do  and  to  perform  and  to  assent  to  the 
doing  and  performance  of,  all  and  every 
act  and  thing  requisite  and  proper  to 
effectuate  the  granted  powers,  including 
without  limiting  the  generality  of  the 
foregoing: 

a.  The  assignment,  endorsement, 
transfer  and  delivery  (but  in  all  cases 
without  representation,  recourse  or  war¬ 
ranty)  of  notes,  claims,  bonds,  deben¬ 
tures,  mortgages,  deeds  of  trust,  con¬ 
tracts,  patents  and  applications  therefor, 
licenses,  certificates  of  stock  and  of  de¬ 
posit,  and  any  other  liens,  powers,  rights, 
charges  on  and  interest  In  or  to  property 
of  any  kind,  legal  and  equitable,  now  or 
hereafter  held  by  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  or  its  Administrator; 

b.  The  execution  and  delivery  of  con¬ 
tracts  of  sale  or  of  lease  or  sublease,  quit¬ 
claim,  bargain  and  sale  or  special  war¬ 
ranty  deeds,  bills  of  sale,  leases,  sub¬ 
leases,  assignments,  subordinations,  re¬ 
leases  (in  whole  or  in  part)  of  liens, 
satisfaction  pieces,  affidavits,  proofs  of 
claim  in  bankruptcy  or  other  estates  and 
such  other  instruments  in  writing  as 
may  be  appropriate  and  necessary  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  foregoing. 

c.  The  approval  of  bank  applications 
for  use  of  liquidity  privilege  imder  the 
loan  guaranty  plan. 

D.  Reserved. 

E.  Reserved. 

F.  Reserved. 

G.  Reserved. 

H.  Reserved. 

I.  Regional  Counsel.  To  disburse  ap¬ 
proved  loans. 

J.  Reserved 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
cannot  be  redelegated. 

m.  The  authority  delegated  herein  to 
a  specific  position  may  be  exercised  by 


any  SBA  employee  designated  as  Acting 
in  that  position. 

TV.  All  previously  delegaited  authority 
is  hereby  rescinded  without  prejudice  to 
actions  taken  under  such  Delegations  of 
Authority  prior  to  the  date  hereof. 

Effective  date:  July  21, 1965. 

R.  B.  Zachary, 
Regional  Director, 
Helena,  Mont. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-8353;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8:45  ajn.] 


(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30 — 

Boise  Region] 

BOISE  REGION 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation 
of  Authority  No.  30 — ^Pacific  Coastal 
Area,  30  F3.  8080,  as  amended,  30  F.R. 
8978,  the  following  authority  is  hereby 
redelegated  to  the  specific  positions  as 
indicated  herein: 

A.  Chief,  Financial  Assistance  Division. 

1.  To  approve  business  and  disaster  loans 
not  exceeding  $350,000  (SBA  share). 

2.  To  decline  business  and  disaster 
loans  of  any  amount 

3.  To  disburse  unsecured  disaster 
loans. 

4.  To  enter  into  business  loan  and 
disaster  loan  participation  agreement 
with  banks. 

5.  To  approve  Section  502  loans  as 
follows: 

a.  Direct  loans  not  exceeding  $50,000. 

b.  Participation  loans  when  the  bank’s 
share  is  10  percent  or  more — ^not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $100,000. 

6.  To  decline  loan  application  in  the 
categories  described  in  Item  IA.5  above. 

7.  To  execute  loan  authorizations  for 
Washington  aiHiroved  lotms  and  for 
loans  approved  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity,  said  execution  to  read  as  feffiows: 

(Name) ,  Administrator, 

By  . 

(Name) 

Chief,  Financial  Assistance  Division. 

8.  To  cancel,  reinstate,  modify  and 
amend  authorizations  for  business  or 
disaster  loans. 

9.  To  extend  the  disbursement  period 
on  all  loan  authorizations  or  undisbursed 
portions  of  losms. 

10.  To  approve,  when  requested,  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  disbursement,  coiiformed  copies 
of  notes  and  other  closing  documents; 
and  certify  to  the  psuiicipating  bank 
that  such  documents  are  in  compliance 
with  the  participation  authorizsd.ion. 

11.  To  approve  service  charges  by  par¬ 
ticipating  bank  not  to  exceed  2  percent 
per  annum  on  the  outstanding  principal 
bfdsmce  of  construction  loans  and  loans 
involving  accounts  receivable  and  in¬ 
ventory  financing. 

12.  To  take  all  necessary  actions  in 
connection  with  the  administration, 
servicing,  collection  and  liquidation  of  all 
loans  and  other  obligations  or  assets,  in¬ 
cluding  collateral  purchased;  and  to  do 
and  perform  smd  to  assent  to  the  doing 
and  performance  of,  all  and  every  act 
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and  thing  requisite  and  proper  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  granted  powers,  including  with¬ 
out  lusting  the  generality  of  the  fore¬ 
going; 

a.  The  assignment,  endorsement, 
transfer  and  delivery  (but  in  all  cases 
without  representation  recourse  or  war¬ 
ranty)  of  notes,  claims,  bonds,  deben¬ 
tures,  mortgages,  deeds  of  trust,  con¬ 
tracts,  patents  and  applications  there¬ 
for,  licenses,  certificate  of  stock  and  of 
deposit,  and  any  other  liens,  powers, 
rights,  charges  on  and  interest  in  or  to 
property  of  any  kind,  legal  and  equitable, 
now  or  hereafter  held  by  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  or  its  Adminis¬ 
trator: 

b.  The  execution  and  delivery  of  con¬ 
tracts  of  sale  or  of  lease  or  sublease,  quit¬ 
claim,  bargain  and  sale  of  special 
warranty  deeds,  UUs  of  sale,  leases,  sub¬ 
leases,  assignments,  subordinations,  re¬ 
leases  (in  whole  or  part)  of  liens,  satis¬ 
faction  pieces,  affidavits,  proofs  of  claim 
In  bankruptcy  or  other  estates  and  such 
other  instruments  in  writing  as  may  be 
appropriate  and  necessary  to  effectuate 
the  foregoing: 

c.  The  approval  of  bank  applications 
for  use  of  liquidity  privilege  under  the 
loan  guaranty  plan. 

13.  To  determine  eligibility  of  appli¬ 
cants  for  financial  assistance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion  standards  and  policies. 

B.  Regional  Counsel.  To  disburse  all 
approved  loans. 

C.  Administrative  Assistant.  1.  To 
purchase  reproductions  of  loan  docu¬ 
ments,  chargeable  to  the  revolving  fimd, 
requested  by  United  States  Attorneys  in 
foreclosure  cases. 

2.  To  (a)  purchase  all  office  supplies 
and  expendable  equipment,  including  all 
desk  top  items,  sind  rent  regular  office 
equipment;  (b)  contract  for  repair  and 
maintenance  of  equipment  and  furnish¬ 
ings;  (c)  contract  for  services  required 
in  setting  up  and  dismantling  and  mov¬ 
ing  SBA  exhibits  and  (d)  issue  Oovem- 
ment  bills  of  lading. 

3.  In  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  Disaster  Loan  Offices,  to  (a)  obli¬ 
gate  Small  Business  Administration  to 
reimburse  Oeneral  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  for  the  rental  of  office  space;  (b) 
rent  office  equipment;  and  (c)  procrire 
(without  dollar  limitation)  emergency 
supplies  and  materials. 

4.  To  rent  motor  vehicles  from  the 
General  Services  Administration  and  to 
rent  garage  space  for  the  storage  of  such 
vehicles  when  not  furnished  by  this  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
cannot  be  redelegated. 

in.  The  authority  delegated  herein  to 
a  specific  position  may  be  exercised  by 
any  SBA  employee  designated  as  acting 
in  that  position. 

IV.  All  previously  delegated  authority 
is  hereby  rescinded  without  prejudice 
to  action  taken  under  such  delegation  of 
authority  prior  to  the  date  hereof. 

Effective  date:  May  21, 1965. 

Olivxk  T.  Davis, 
Regional  Director,  Boise,  Idaho. 
IFit.  Doc.  65-88B3;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:45  s.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  5,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  C7FR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39954 — Lumber  and  lumber 
articles  from  Trinidad.  Colo.  Filed  by 
Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent 
(No.  A-2419),  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  (Xi  lumber  and  lumber  ar¬ 
ticles.  in  carloads,  also  kindred  and  re¬ 
lated  articles,  from  Trinidad,  Colo.,  to 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

Oroimds  for  relief — Carrier  ccxnpeti- 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  15  to  Western 
Tnmk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 
ICC  A-4460. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Qarson, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-8393;  FUed,  Aug.  9.  1966; 

8:48  aju.] 


{Notice  33] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPUCATIONS 

August  5,  1965. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
aiwlications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  imder  the 
new  rules  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (^9 
CFR  Part  240),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide 
that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  filed  with  the  field 
official  named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  such  protest 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  protest  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  be  spe¬ 
cific  as  to  the  service  which  such  pro- 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined,  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  field  office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  58813  (Sub-No.  61  TA).  filed 
July  30.  1965.  Applicant:  SELMAN’S 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  460  West  35th  Street. 
New  York,  N.Y.  Aix^licant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Solomon  Granett,  1740  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Wearing  apparel,  on  hangers  only, 
from  Baxley,  Ga.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  wearing  apparel,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  Baxley,  Ga.,  for  120  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Silver  Star  Dress 
Co.,  Inc.,  213  West  35th  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Stephen  P.  Tomany,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations  and  Compliance,  346  Broadway. 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

No.  MC  67583  (Sub-No.  10  TA) ,  filed 
August  3.  1965.  Applicant:  KANE 

TRANSFER  <X)MPANY,  Mail:  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1008,  Washington  18,  D.C.,  Of¬ 
fice:  5400  Tuxedo  Road,  Tuxedo,  Md. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Frank  J. 
Bmrd,  traffic  manager  (same  address  as 
applicant’s).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Merchandise  dealt  in  by  retail  grocery 
and  food  houses,  including  supplies, 
equipment,  trading  stamps  and  adver¬ 
tising  matter,  from  Grand  Union  Co. 
warehouse,  Landover,  Md.,  to  Grand 
Union  store,  Winchester,  Va.,  and  return 
with  refected  shipments  and  containers 
used  in  the  transportation  of  inbound 
shipments,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Grand  Union  Co.,  100 
Broadway,  East  Paterson,  NJ.,  07407, 
Attention:  Norman  J.  Jordan,  Traffic 
Manager.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  D. 
Caldwell,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations  and  Compliance,  Room  1220, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  14  TA) ,  filed 
August  3,  1965.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  Street.  Post  Office  Box  724, 
Evansville,  Ind.,  47708.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Earnest  A.  Brooks,  1310  Am¬ 
bassador  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Oilfield  equipment 
and  supplies,  between  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  North  Carolina, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Mc- 
Junkln  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  513, 
Charlestown,  W.  Va.,  and  Baroid  Divi¬ 
sion,  National  Lead  Co..  Post  Office  Box 
1675,  Houston.  Tex.  Srad  protests  to; 
District  Supervisor  R.  M.  Haggarty,  802 
Century  Building.  36  South  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  46204. 

No.  MC  112696  (Sub-No.  26  TA),  filed 
August  3.  1965.  Applicant:  HART¬ 

MANS,  INCORPORATED.  833  Chicago 
Avenue  Post  Office  Box  898,  Harrison¬ 
burg,  Va.,  22801.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  ^  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  frozen,  frmn  Martins- 
burg,  W.  Va.,  to  Jersey  City  and  Secau- 
cus,  N  J.,  Mt.  Kisco  and  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Winchester,  Va.,  for  150  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Frank  G.  Shattuck  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  270,  Winchester,  Va., 
22601.  Send  protests  to:  George  S. 
Hales,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  215  Campbell 
Avenue  SW.,  Roanoke,  Va.,  24011. 
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No.  MC  117590  (Sub-No.  3  TA) ,  filed 
August  3.  1965.  Applicant:  WCX>D  BY¬ 
PRODUCTS,  INC.,  420  28th  Street  North, 
Lewiston,  Idaho.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  A.  Eiicson,  Suite  708, 
Old  National  Bank  Building,  Spokane, 
Wash.,  99201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Wood  chips,  from  Spokane,  Wash., 
to  Lewiston,  Idaho,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Potlatch  Forests,  Inc., 
Post  Office  Box  600,  Lewiston,  Idaho. 
Send  protests  to:  L.  C.  Taylor,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  401  UJS.  Post  Office,  Spokane, 
Wash.,  99201. 

No.  MC  121567  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
August  3,  1965.  Applicant:  (3REY 

TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  647 
East  Indianapolis  Street,  Wichita,  Kans. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Russell  S. 
Bernhard,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
restricted  to  airfreight  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  having  an  immediately 
prior  or  immediately  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air;  between  Wichita  Municipal 
Airport,  Wichita,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Butler, 
Cowley,  Harvey,  Kingman,  Reno,  Sedg¬ 
wick,  and  Sumner  Counties,  Kans.,  and 
Kay  County,  Okla.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Clark  Manufacturing, 
Inc.,  1936  North  A,  Wellington,  Kans., 
Acme  Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  BlackweU, 
Okla.,  ’The  Carey  Salt  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  1728,  Hutchinson,  Kans,  Cessna  Air¬ 
craft  Co.,  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  Nickles 
Machine  Corp.,  Ponca  City,  Okla.,  C.  R. 
Calvert  Co.,  Inc.,  Elingman,  Kans.,  Hess- 
ton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Hesston,  Kans., 
Gott  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Winfield, 
Kans.,  Loadcraft,  Inc.,  Augusta,  Kans., 
City  of  Kingman,  Kingman,  Kans.,  Par- 
Elitch  Florists,  Denver,  Colo.,  Excel  In¬ 
dustries,  Hesston,  Kans.,  Wellington 
Equipment,  Wellington,  Kans.  Send 
protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis^on, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
906  Schweiter  Building,  Wichita,  Kans., 
67202. 

No.  MC  127468  TA.  filed  August  3, 1965. 
Applicant:  LTD.,  INC.,  1615  South  Lum¬ 
ber  Street,  Chicago,  m.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerome  Berkron,  111  W^ 
Washington  Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Electric  appliances 
and  equipment,  material  and  supplies 
used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture,  sales 
and  distribution  of  electrical  appliances, 
between  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Elkin  and 
Ahoskie,  N.C.;  Manning  and  Denmark, 
S.C.  ’The  above  service  is  proposed  to  be 
rendered  exclusively  for  and  imder  con¬ 


tinuing  contract  with  the  Sunbeam 
Corp.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Simbeam  Corp.,  5400  West  RooMvelt 
Road,  Chicago,  HI.,  60650.  Send  protests 
to:  Raymond  K  Mauk,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
1086,  U.S.  Courthouse  and  Federal  Office 
Building,  219  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  HI. 

By  the  C(Hnmission. 

[seal]  H.  Nen.  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-8393;  FUed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
8. *48  am.] 


[Notice  1213] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  5,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  peti¬ 
tion  will  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  reUed  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-679.49.  By  order  of  July 
21,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Bowman  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.,  Stephens  City,  Va.,  of  certificates  in 
Nos.  MC-49304,  MC-49304  (Sub-No.  1), 
MC-49304  (Sub-No.  3),  MC-49304  (Sub- 
No.  5) ,  MC-49304  (Sub-No.  6) ,  MC-49304 
(Sub-No.  8),  MC-49304  (Sub-No.  9),  and 
MC-49304  (Sub-No.  10),  issued  May  2, 
1951,  September  2.  1958,  February  6, 
1958,  August  19,  1959,  September  28, 
1960,  August  6.  1962,  July  9,  1963,  and 
January  9, 1964,  respectively,  to  James  L. 
Bowman,  doing  business  as  Bowman 
Trucking  Co.,  Stephens  City,  Va,,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of:  Empty 
fruit  barrels,  baskets,  and  boxes,  fer¬ 
tilizer,  feed,  steel  dnuns,  fresh  fruits, 
household  goods,  lime,  fire  brick,  fire 
clay,  cement,  apples,  apple  products, 
sugar,  hardware,  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  wholesale  grocery  houses, 
beer,  coal,  and  silica  sand,  in  bags  and  in 
bulk,  from,  to,  or  between  specified  points 
or  places  in  Virginia,  Ohio,  Maryland, 
Washington,  D.C..  West  Virginia,  South 
Carolina,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  and  Delaware.  Eston  H.  Alt, 
Post  Office  Box  81,  Winchester  Va.,  rep¬ 
resentative  for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Ned.  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-8894;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

8:48  am.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  the  Attorney  General 
DALLAS  COUNTY,  ALABAMA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  Dallas  County,  Alabama. 
This  county  is  included  within  the  scope 
of  the  determinations  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Director  of  the  Census 
made  on  August  6,  1965,  imder  section 
4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  7.  1965  (30  Federal  Regista: 
9897) . 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-8489;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
6:13  pm.) 


HALE  COUNTY,  ALABAMA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  ffie  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  Hale  County,  Alabama. 
This  county  is  included  within  the  scope 
of  the  determinations  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Director  of  the  Census 
made  on  August  6.  1965,  imder  section 
4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal  Register 
9897). 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-8490;  Filed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 
6:13  p.m.] 


LOWNDES  COUNTY,  ALABAMA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  ffie  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Low  89- 
110) 

In  accordance  wlUi  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  Lowndes  County,  Ala¬ 
bama.  ’This  county  is  included  within 
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the  scope  of  the  determinations  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Director  of  the 
Census  made  on  August  6,  1965,  under 
section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act 
of  1965  and  published  in  the  Fidkrai. 
Register  on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal 
Register  9897). 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9,  1965. 

1P.R.  Doc.  65-8491;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
6:13  pjn.] 


MARENGO  COUNTY,  ALABAMA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  i^ipoint- 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  Marengo  County,  Ala¬ 
bama.  This  county  is  included  within 
the  scope  of  the  determinations  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Director  of 
the  Census  made  on  August  6,  1965,  un¬ 
der  section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights 
Act  of  1965  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal 
Register  9897) . 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-8492;  PUed,  Aug.  9.  1965; 

6:13  p.in.] 


EAST  CARROLL  PARISH,  LOUISIANA 

Certification  of  tho  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  East  Carroll  Parish, 
Umlsiana.  This  parish  is  included  with¬ 
in  the  scope  of  the  determinations  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Director  of 
the  Census  made  on  August  6,  1965,  un-. 


der  section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights 
Act  of  1965  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal 
Register  9897). 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

[FJi.  Doc.  65-8493;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
5:13  p.m.] 


EAST  FELICIANA  PARISH,  LOUISIANA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89— 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgmmt  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  East  Feliciana  Parish, 
Louisiana.  This  parish  is  included 
within  the  scope  of  the  determinations 
of  the  Attorney  General  and  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Census  made  on  August  6, 1965, 
under  section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights 
Act  of  1965  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal 
Register  9897). 

'  Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 

Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8494;  FUed,  Aug.  ».  1965; 
5:13  pjn.] 

PLAQUEMINES  PARISH,  LOUISIANA 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89— 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  enforce 
the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth  Amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Constitution  of. the  United 
States  in  Plaquemines  Parish,  Louisiana. 
This  parish  is  included  within  the  scope 
of  the  determinations  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Director  of  the  Census 
made  on  August  6,  1965,  imder  section 
4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 


on  August  7,  1965  (30  Federal  Register 
9897)., 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9, 1965. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-8495;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 
5:13  pjn.] 


LEFLORE  COUNTY,  MISSISSIPPI 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89— 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965,  I  hereby 
certify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to 
enforce  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  in  Leflore  County,  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  This  coimty  is  included  within 
the  scope  of  the  determinations  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Director  of 
the  Census  made  on  August  6,  1965,  im- 
der  section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights 
Act  of  1965  and  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  7,  1965  (30 
Federal  Register  9897) . 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9,  1965. 

IFH.  Doc.  65-8496;  FUed.  Aug.  9,  1965; 

5:13  pm.] 


MADISON  COUNTY,  MISSISSIPPI 

Certification  of  the  Attorney  General 
Pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89— 
110) 

In  accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965, 1  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  in  my  Judgment  the  f^ipoint- 
ment  of  examiners  is  necessary  to  en¬ 
force  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constituticm  of  the 
United  States  in  Madison  County,  Missis- 
slppL  This  county  is  included  within 
the  sc<^  of  the  determinatimis  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Director  of  the 
Census  made  on  August  6,  1965,  imder 
section  4(b)  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of 
1965  and  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  August  7, 1965  (30  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  9897). 

Nicholas  oeB.  Katzenbach, 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

August  9,  1965. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-8497;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1965; 

5:13  p.m.] 
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